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Someone told me that the best way to reach many 
people is to join Facebook. I did and I sent an invitation to 
everyone in my address book. Mr. Donald Morgan, aka 
Sadiq Mohammad, who apparently was one of the people 
in my address book, responded and Joined me there. 


He challenged me to a debate and said he can prove me 
wrong. I have stopped debating with unknown people. 
That is because they repeat the same things and every time 
I prove them wrong, other Muslims say, “But you did not 
debate with real scholars”. So there is no gain for me 
debating ordinary Muslims. If they are not scholars it is a 
waste of my time. If they want to learn the truth all they 
have to do is read many articles written on fazthfeedom.org. 


I told Donald that he should first read my book. I know 
that once Muslims read my book they will either leave 
Islam or will leave me in peace. Donald claimed to have 
read the book and was adamant that he can prove me 
wrong. I knew he was not telling the truth. But I was 
bound by my words. I told him not to expect leniency from 
me. Because I know he has not read the book and despite 
that he wants to waste my time, I am going to be ruthless 
with him. He was nonchalant and confident that he can 
prove me wrong. 


The following is what he wrote and my response to him. 
It is long. So I am going to publish this debate in parts. 


Ali Sina 


7K ok 2 2K ok 


Donald Morgan: 


Before I begin with this debate, I would like to thank Ali Sina 
for giving me the opportunity to engage him in a formal debate. I 
do understand that time is limited, as we both have many things 
to do, so it thrills me to have this debate with someone of Ali 
Sina’s stature. Ali Sina and myself may be coming from two 
different extremes, but it is a true testament to mankind’s ability 
to come together and question one another without resorting to 
threats of violence or character insults. I hope that this level of 
professionalism and respect is maintained throughout our debate, 
and more importantly, that something can be learned by those 
who read it in the future. 


Now that I have gotten that out of the way, I would like to 
carry on with the debate. Ali Sina posts a challenge on his 
website at www.faithfreedom.org which states that if anyone can 
disprove any of the claims he (Ali Sina) levies against 
Muhammad, he would shut down his website, declare Islam as 
being the truth and pay out the sum of $50,000 USD to 
whomever can disprove his accusations. These accusations can 
be found in his book, titled ‘Understanding Muhammad’. In this 
book Ali Sina has accused Muhammad of various crimes, 
including pedophilia and plundering. With so many different 
topics to choose from, I initially had a hard time picking which 
one I wanted to debate with Ali Sina about. My difficulty did not 
stem from my ability or confidence in debating Ali Sina; it came 
from an overwhelming desire to disprove all of his accusations. 
This, however, is an undertaking that could take months to 
achieve and since Ali Sina invites all to disprove just one fact, 
shows us that Ali Sina is fully aware of this fact. When I first 
spoke to Ali Sina about having this debate, I had the intention of 
debating him over his accusation of pedophilia. This conse- 


quently led me to a debate with one of FFI’s most outspoken 
writers, Amar Khan. I engaged this individual in a heated debate 
on pedophilia that subsequently lead to Amar Khan trying to 
block the second part of our debate from being published 
because it exposed his limited scope on the subject, as well as his 
contradictory approach to evidence and lack of knowledge. 
Others who have read the unpublished part of the debate had to 
concede that Amar Khan made a poor argument, thus losing the 
debate. I sent my response to his counter rebuttal, and to this day, 
I have not heard from him. 


So, after this exchange I didn’t want to debate Ali Sina about 
pedophilia because all I would be doing is repeating facts that 
Amar Khan was unable to address. With that being said, I 
decided that I would like to debate with Ali Sina about his 
accusations of Muhammad being a narcissist. In Ali Sina’s book 
he has a chapter devoted to the subject (from page 60 to 73) and 
this is where I draw my argument against Ali Sina. 


Ali Sina: 


You are making an unfounded accusation. I can’t understand 
what arguments one can present to make us believe that a 53 year 
old man having sex with an 8 year old girl does not constitute 
pedophilia. If Amar Khan decided to ignore your second rebuttal, 
it is because its absurdity is self evident. No matter how many 
intellectual summersaults you make, an adult having sex with an 
8 year old child is a pedophile. 


Donald Morgan: 
NARCISSISM VERSUS NPD 


On Ali Sina’s website, he offers a challenge. This challenge 
can be found at http://www.faithfreedom.org/the-challenge/. If 


you read this challenge, Ali Sina levels 12 charges against 
Muhammad. The very first charge on his list is ‘a narcissist’. 
This is a very misleading charge to make and contradicts what is 
written in his (Ali Sina) book. If we look at page 60, of his book 
he gives reference to the DSM 1994, which is basically the 
criterion used to diagnose Narcissistic Personality Disorder or 
NPD for short. Ali Sina wants the public to believe that 
narcissism and narcissistic personality disorder are one in the 
same, that these two terms are synonymous with one another. 
This cannot be further from the truth, as medical professionals 
see a distinct difference between these two terms. According to 
people who are qualified in the field of mental disorders, 
everyone suffers from narcissism. We all have some level of 
what they refer to as ‘healthy’ narcissism. They also conclude 
that our very instinct at survival is a form of narcissism. 
Example, we take pride in our work in the hopes that it gives us a 
promotion, or at birth, we command the total attention from our 
parents. Narcissism is an intrinsic part of what drives us to be 
better at what we do. If you wear a sports jersey and support a 
particular sports team you have a ‘healthy’ level of narcissism 
(this is how detailed the subject of narcissism is). 


Narcissistic Personality Disorder is a personality disorder that 
is ‘a pervasive pattern of grandiosity, need for admiration, and a 
lack of empathy’ (according to Diagnostic and Statistical Manual 
of Mental Disorders, the diagnostic classification system used in 
the United States. http://www. behavenet.com/capsules/disorders/ 
narcissisticpd.htm). They go further and state that narcissistic 
personality disorder is closely linked to self-centeredness. 


Ali Sina: 


You obviously misunderstood me. (Actually you did not read 
the book.) I do not believe that narcissism and NPD are the same. 


I have explained this on various occasions. The following is what 
I wrote in an article dated 2008/11/26 describing the buffoon 
president usurp Mr. Zero a.k.a. Obama/Soetoro. 


It is true that we are all narcissists and actually a healthy dose 
of narcissism is essential for our well being. It makes us feel 
good about ourselves, we expect good things to happen to us, 
believe in our own potential, have a positive outlook at life, be 
optimistic and happy. However, narcissism as a disorder is an 
entirely different thing. Let me explain this with a couple of 
examples: 


Blood pressure is a good thing. It is vital. Without it we 
would die. However, when blood pressure becomes too high, it 
develops into hypertension and becomes a killer. Take another 
example: We all have fat in our body. We cannot live without it. 
But obesity is a killer. 


Likewise, a healthy dose of narcissism is necessary. Patho- 
logical narcissism or narcissistic personality disorder (NPD) is 
destructive. For the scope of this article, when I talk about 
narcissism I am referring to pathological narcissism. 


In nowhere in my book I implied that normal narcissism is the 
same as NPD. We put salt in our food to make it tasty. So salty is 
good. But we generally say a food is salty when the amount of 
salt is too much. When we call someone is a narcissist any 
rational person understands we mean disproportionately. 


This is not a good start. It shows that you did not read my 
book or your level of comprehension is not adequate. Your 
argument is a straw man fallacy. 


Donald Morgan: 


The implications here are important because they illustrate a 
very misleading conclusion, with regards to Ali Sina. It is 


IMPOSSIBLE to try and prove that a person is not a narcissist 
because EVERYONE, to some degree, is a narcissist. So When 
Ali Sina asks us to prove that Muhammad was not a narcissist, he 
is asking us to prove that Muhammad is without that which 
makes us and him (Muhammad) human. 


Ali Sina: 

In my book, and on several other places, I have shown that 
Muhammad had many traits that are symptoms of NPD. It is 
clear that I am talking about the disorder and not the healthy dose 
of narcissism. 


Donald Morgan: 


To further put the stamp on this section I would like to 
quote Jesus from the bible. Ali Sina quotes Jesus in his chapter 
about narcissism on page 62 of his book to try and prove that 
Jesus was not a narcissist. He does so to give the impression 
that Jesus is better than Muhammad. I also believe this was 
added because Ali Sina knows that a majority of people who 
read his material, support and fund him are Christians who 
have negative opinions about Islam. I believe in Jesus and 
Muhammad so it would be ‘un-Islamic’ for me to insult any of 
these great prophets. Ali Sina says the following in his book: 


‘Compare that to the words of Jesus, who, when someone 
called him “good master,” objected and said, “Why do you 
call me good? No one is good—except God alone’ 


I would like to take this opportunity to remind Ali Sina and 
the ignorant Christians who support him about other sayings of 
Jesus in the bible that would paint him as being a narcissist or 
an NPD sufferer. 


Jesus said to him, “J am the way, the truth, and the life. No one 
comes to the Father except through me”. (John14:6) 


Iam the good shepherd. The good shepherd lays down his life 
for the sheep. (John 10:11) 


I and the Father are one. (John 10:30) (Jesus saying he is God) 


For God so loved the world, that He gave His only begotten 
Son, that whoever believes in Him shall not perish, but have 
eternal life. (John 3:16) (Jesus is the only begotten son of God 
according to this passage) 


Jesus said to her, “First, let the children (house of Isreal) eat 
all they want. It’s not right to take the children’s food and throw it 
to the dogs (Gentiles i.e those who are not Jewish). (Mark 7:27). 
(Jesus refers to all those who are not from the house of Israel (the 
gentiles) as being ‘dogs’) 

So I have an alternate challenge for Ali Sina in light of these 
few passages. Will you now acknowledge that Jesus was a 
narcissist? Will you now say he suffered from narcissistic 
personality disorder (NPD)? I don’t think that you would because 
those Christians are lining your pockets with money, and I wonder 
how much of that revenue will be lost if you dare call Jesus a 
narcissist or an NPD sufferer. It’s funny to see Ali Sina 
compromise his beliefs for the sake of the almighty dollar! I truly 
feel sorry for you. 


Ali Sina: 

Apart from the fact that you are making a false accusation 
about Christians lining my pockets with money, the above 
quotes do not portray Jesus as a narcissist. Jesus is describing 
his function as being the “way.” 


(We do not get enough donations to even pay for our server, 
and it is mostly the apostates that pay the little donations that 


we receive. All this year we received was $400 dollars in 
donations, One $200, one $100 and two $50 dollars. Our 
server’s cost alone is $200 dollars per month. Those of us, who 
run this site, also pay for it. But obviously being a Muslim one 
cannot expect anything but distorted thinking from you. It is 
funny that you don’t see anything wrong in Muhammad’s 
lootings, but have problem with the fact that we receive 
donations from those who think our service is worth it, even 
though those donations cover less than half of our costs.) 


The words and actions of Muhammad were quite different. 
Here are some of the things Muhammad said about himself. 


- The very first thing that Allah Almighty ever created was 
my soul. 


- First of all things, the Lord created my mind. 
- lam from Allah, and the believers are from me. 


- Just as Allah created me noble, he also gave me noble 
character. 


- Were it not for you, [0 Muhammad] I would not have 
created the universe. 


As we can see, while Jesus is talking about his credentials and 
his mission, Muhammad is talking about himself and his own 
grandiosity. Also, while Jesus acted like a torch of guidance and 
set a good example, Muhammad acted like a thug and lived like a 
criminal. Jesus’ words and actions coincide. Those of Muhammad 
don’t. If Mother Teresa claimed to be a good person, you may 
accuse her of immodesty, but it won’t be a preposterous claim. 
However, it would be preposterous for Hitler to make such a 
claim. Muhammad was an evil man. That is what makes his 
claims of greatness so laughable. 


Donald Morgan: 
QUESTIONABLE RESOURCES OF INFORMATION 


In Ali Sina’s book he looks to secondary sources for infor- 
mation on narcissism (I have no problem with secondary, 
qualified sources). As one reads the chapter devoted to narci- 
ssism in his book, one should pay close attention to the sources 
Ali Sina uses, when trying to define narcissism and its traits. 
Time after time one sees a familiar name; one Dr. Sam Vaknin, 
Ph.D. Ali Sina references this person’s writings quite a bit in this 
chapter. Approximately 95-97 percent of the secondary, 
‘professional’, explanations are attributed to Dr. Sam Vaknin. 
So, it can be easily said that Ali Sina’s argument rests solely, if 
not all together, on the definitions and writings of this particular 
person (Dr. Sam Vaknin). Ali Sina gives praise to this individual 
in his book. He says: 


‘Dr. Sam Vaknin is the author of Malignant Self-Love. He is 
regarded as an authority on the subject. He understands and 
describes the mind of a narcissist like few do.’ (page 63 of his 
book) 


I went online to do some research on this person. I wanted to 
know who he was, if he even existed, and if he is truly qualified to 
speak on the subject of narcissism. What I found was shocking, to 
say the least. Dr. Sam Vaknin does indeed exist and he even has 
his own website. On this website you can read all about this man, 
who he is, and what he has written. The website is 
http://samvak.tripod.com/. Like I said earlier, I found something 
shocking about Dr. Sam Vaknin. On his website he has a 
‘disclaimer’ which can be viewed at http://samvak.tripod. com/ 
indexqa.html#Warning %20and%20Disclaimer. 


In this disclaimer he states the following, and I quote: 


“The contents of this website are not meant to substitute for 
professional help and counseling. The readers are discouraged 


from using it for diagnostic or therapeutic ends. The diagnosis 
and treatment of the Narcissistic Personality Disorder can only 
be done by professional specifically trained and qualified to do 
SO. 


The author is NOT A MENTAL HEALTH PROFESSIONAL. ”’ 


Anyone who visits this site will see that I have not tampered 
with this quotation in any way. I want you, the reader to note the 
part of the ‘disclaimer’ that is put in capitalized, bold lettering 
‘The author is NOT A MENTAL HEALTH PROFESSIONAL’. Why 
would Dr. Sam Vaknin put so much emphasis on this part of his 
‘disclaimer’? The answer should be simple to come by. If one 
takes into account what he has stated in whole, one would see 
that Dr. Sam Vaknin is NOT truly qualified to speak about 
matters pertaining to mental disorders, and to an extent, 
Narcissism. If he were truly a qualified person to speak of such 
matters, he would not have injected such a disclaimer on his 
website. Dr. Sam Vaknin obviously wants his readers to know 
this, as he posts links to this ‘disclaimer’ on every webpage, 
within his website. 


If you look deeper into Dr. Sam Vaknin’s website you will 
see that his qualifications stem from an institute called ‘Brain 
Bench’. Dr. Sam Vaknin admits this at the end of his ‘disclaimer’ 
when he states: ‘The author is certified in Psychological 
Counseling Techniques by Brainbench.’ 


He also allows us to see his ‘credentials’ on his webpage. If 
you scroll down to the fourth link titled ‘certified in 
psychological counseling techniques’ you will see that Dr. Sam 
Vaknin received his ‘certification’ from ‘Brain Bench’ (he 
doesn’t even provide photos or copies of his certificates (I will 
tell you why later), he just posts e-mail confirmation from Brain 
Bench saying he has passed their course). After reading this I 
asked myself, ‘what is Brain Bench?’. The answer to this 


question was supplied on Dr. Sam Vaknin’s webpage in the form 
of another link. Brain Bench is an online testing center that 
allows its participants to take online tests that predict employee 
success. Dr. Sam Vaknin uses words like ‘certified’ when he 
speaks about his involvement with Brain Bench. I contacted 
Brain Bench myself and found out that they don’t offer any 
programs that would constitute its participants as _ being 
‘certified’ in a graduating program (You can visit their website at 
http://www.brainbench.com). They are nothing more than a 
testing center. 


The important question is: ‘Js Dr. Sam Vaknin a _ truly 
qualified source for information dealing with narcissism or 
mental disorders?’ In my opinion he is NOT. This is not an 
opinion that is held by only myself. If you visit http://heliologue. 
com/2006/07/03/sam-vaknins-self-love/ you will see that Dr. Sam 
Vaknin is not only unqualified, he is a FRAUD as well. For those 
who don’t have the time to read what is on this page, let me pull 
some quotations from this page. We read the following: 


‘He’s got an awful little website, you see, in which he hawks the 
book he wrote called ‘Malignant Self Love: Narcissism Revisited’ 
about a personality disorder called “Narcissistic Personality 
Disorder (NPD)” Yes, you’re probably thinking the same thing: a 
man clearly in love with himself proffers his “expertise” on 
Narcissism. It’s just as awesome as it sounds. In fact, Vaknin was 
diagnosed with NPD in 1996, while serving a prison sentence in 
Israel.’ 


Ali Sina is obviously using dirty tactics to push his own book. 
He refers to this source as ‘Dr. Sam Vaknin Ph. D’ The title Ph. D 
here is misleading because Ali Sina does not mention what field 
Dr. Sam Vaknin specializes in to call himself a Ph.D. Ali Sina 
hopes that the reader of his book assumes that the Ph. D is directly 
related to Psychology or the study of mental disorders. Most 
people don’t research the sources given in a book, whether it be in 


the footnotes or bibliography, and Ali Sina depends on this lack of 
investigation to legitimize his references. 


It just so happens that Dr. Sam Vaknin received his Ph. D in 
‘Philosophy of Physics’, from the Pacific Western University, 
California, USA; a Ph.D. that has NOTHING to do with the study or 
diagnosis of mental disorders or psychology. What is even more 
shocking is that Pacific Western University is a ‘distance learning’ 
university that is NOT ACCREDITED. This means that it is not 
recognized by the government of the USA, or any ‘body’ of the 
government that deals with education in the USA as being a 
legitimate university. 


I know that people who read this and side with Ali Sina will try 
to defend his actions and his references. To those I pose the 
following scenario; would you go to a medical doctor for major 
surgery if you found out that that doctor received his diploma from 
a ‘distance-learning’ university that is NOT accredited? Worse yet, 
what if you found out that that doctors PhD or MA or even BA was 
in a field that has NOTHING to do with medicine? Would you be 
confident in having this doctor cut you open and perform major 
surgery? I think any sane person would seek a true medical doctor 
if this were the case. 


Ali Sina will argue that it is not the person’s qualifications we 
should focus on, we should focus on what that person says or the 
argument they present. This is laughable at best because without 
qualification, one should not speak about a topic they say they are 
qualified to speak about. This reminds me of the series of Best 
Western hotel commercials that came out a while ago. In one 
commercial a man is about to jump off a building and kill himself. 
Another man comes to him and eventually talks the man down. 
The man then asks ‘Do have experience in this (suicide 
prevention), are you qualified?’ The man then says ‘No I am not, 
but I once stayed at a Best Western’. 


Ali Sina: 


This long chunk of your so called rebuttal is nothing but red 
herring and ad hominem. 


Dr. Vaknin is a foremost authority on the subject of 
narcissism. He has authored over 30 books. They are based on 
the latest research in the field and on scholarly works by the 
leading experts on personality disorders. Many of the chapters 
contain detailed bibliographies. That is the hallmark of a true 
scholarly book. 


I am not a theologian and have received no formal training in 
religion. Nonetheless, I have debated many scholars of Islam and 
invariably have shown their errors. My book on Muhammad is 
irrefutable. That is because I base every assertion I make on the 
authentic Islamic sources and on the accredited scholarly works. 
The same can be said about Dr. Vaknin’s work. 


Vaknin’s seminal book ‘Malignant Self Love: Narcissism 
Revisited’ (now in its eighth, revised, impression) and the 
content of his Web site are based on correspondence since 1996 
with hundreds of people suffering from Narcissistic Personality. 


Dr. Vaknin’s online mailing lists alone sport well over 26,000 
members — of which 1000 are therapists, social workers, 
psychiatrists and psychologists. 


Everything he writes is backed by extensive bibliographies. 


Dr. Vaknin has stated on several occasions that he has been 
diagnosed with the disorder and spent time in therapy and almost 
a decade discussing it in depth (mainly through correspondence) 
with mental health professionals the world over. It is his personal 
experience with this disorder that makes his work so thorough, 
SO perceptive, and so enlightening. Unlike other psychologists, 
Vaknin’s understanding of narcissism does not come merely 
from books and second hand sources, but also from his own 


personal experience. With ruthless honestly, Vaknin lays bare the 
inner impulses of a narcissist like no other mental health 
professional can ever do. That is why so many of them gobble 
his books and have joined his long mailing list. 


To say one who suffers from NPD is disqualified to write on 
this subject is preposterous. It’s like saying those who have 
suffered from eating disorder are disqualified to talk about it or 
alcoholic anonymous is a fraud because it relies on alcoholics 
helping each other. My best friend suffers from borderline 
personality disorder or extreme mood swings. She is a highly 
intelligent woman. No one can describe her disorder better than 
her. In fact the sites that she finds most helpful are those created 
and run by other BPD sufferers. 


Out of 30 books Dr. Vaknin has written, 24 of them are 
available for download. (hardly a commercial practice). Is this 
man a fraud? 


Vaknin has never claimed to be a mental health professional, 
any more than I claimed to be a theologian. Nonetheless he is 
regarded as an authority on this field by thousands of therapists, 
psychologists and psychiatrist just as I am considered to be among 
the few who understands Islam and Muhammad. 


The fact that Dr. Vaknin is recognized as an authority on 
narcissism is witnessed by the media and many mental health 
professionals. Here is a short list of some of those testimonies. See 
also. 


Sunday Times, Channel 4 (UK) Documentary Egomania, 
WebMD, New York Times, The Washington Post, USA Today ... 


New York Press says, “Sam Vaknin is the world’s leading 


J 


expert on narcissism. ’ 


Australian Broadcasting Corporation (ABC) says, “Vaknin’s a 
respected expert on malignant narcissists ... He set about to know 
everything there is about the psychopathic narcissist.” 


The Infinite Mind radio program 

United Press International (UPI) 
http://www.narcissistic-abuse.com/corporatenarcissism.html 
Cal Thomas column, 

Toronto Sun 

CanWest News service and Newspapers Network 

Santa Cruz Sentinel 


Dr. Vaknin’s work is quoted in more than 100 scholarly works 
(search for “Sam Vaknin” on Amazon and on Google Scholar). 


You can download some of the scholarly and media articles 
which cite Vaknin’s work here. 


Everything you use to attack him, you have lifted out of his 
own Website. What kind of a scammer gives away so much 
information that can “be used against him’? Vaknin has been 
brutally honest about who he is. Hardly I know anyone so honest 
about himself. The fact that he is a narcissist is not his fault. 
Narcissism is the result of childhood abuse. Narcissists are 
victims. However, instead of scamming others, as most 
narcissists do, Vaknin is helping everyone to understand this 
disorder. That is the testimony to the fact that no matter your 
circumstances you can always do the right thing. Yes Vaknin is a 
narcissist, but he is a hero. Kudos to a man who can do so much 
good work despite his challenges. He is an inspiration to millions 
of other NPD sufferers and everyone else. By brining the 
awareness of this disorder to the world, freely, Vaknin is 
improving the lives of millions of people who either suffer from 
this disorder or have someone with NPD in their lives. He 
is contributing immensely to the betterment of the world. 


You failed to find any fault in my arguments against 
Muhammad or Vaknin’s definition of NPD. All you could do 
was attack my source and try to character assassinate him. What 


a cheap shot! All your accusations against Dr. Vaknin are false. 
I had many other choices to quote from in describing NPD, but 
I chose Vaknin because he is quoted by most _ other 
contemporary sources and is regarded as an authority on the 
subject. There is hardly anyone alive that knows narcissism and 
can describe it better than Dr. Sam Vaknin. 


Despite that, Vaknin is not saying anything that the 
researches in this field have not said. I can easily replace all 
Vaknin’s quotes in my book with quotes from other experts 
without changing an iota of my book. I chose Vaknin because 
of the clarity in his writings and his unique insight into this 
disorder. Vaknin says the same thing, only better. 


On the subject of Vaknin’s credentials, please read part 3 of 
this debate. 


Donald Morgan: 


Another reference Ali Sina uses comes to us in the form of a 
website www.muhammadanreality.com. Ali Sina uses this 
reference when trying to quote ‘sayings’ of Muhammad. An 
example of this is the following, from his book: 


Tam from Allah, and the believers are from me’ (page 62) 


‘The Prophet said: I heard your words, and everything you 
said is indeed true, and I myself am the Beloved of Allah 
(habibullah) and I say this without pride, and I carry the flag of 
glory (liwa ul-hamd) on the Day of Judgment, and am the first 
intercessor and the first whose intercession is accepted, and the 
first to stir the circles of Paradise so that Allah will open it for 
me and I shall enter it together with the poor among my 
Community, and I say this without pride. I am the most honored 
of the First and the Last, and I say this without pride’ (page 63) 


I also checked this source to see if it can be considered 
qualified, since I was surprisingly disappointed with the 
references to Dr. Sam Vaknin. To my amazement I was once 
again shocked because this website is a SUFI website! I have 
nothing against the Sufi Muslims but I believe that if Ali Sina 
wants to legitimize his book, he should use sources that represent 
the majority, not the minority. The mainstream Sunni 
understanding of Islam is the dominate form of Islam in the 
world today. Thus, Ali Sina should have used this type of Sunni 
based sources when quoting anything from the lips of 
Muhammad. If Ali Sina is going to quote the minority, what’s to 
stop him from quoting other minority factions within Islam like 
The Nation of Islam or The 7 Per centers? Ali Sina doesn’t use 
quotations from these other sources because they are minority 
representations of Islam and their understanding of Islam is 
deviant from the original teachings of Islam. I am not going to 
get into the innovations of the Sufis here because that is whole 
other topic, but there are many articles written on this subject 
that you can read online and in books. But, for the sake of 
playing the devil’s advocate, let us say for a minute that there is 
nothing deviant or innovative about the practices of Sufis in 
Islam; this does not disqualify the fact that they are a minority 
view of Muhammad and Islam. Trying to say or infer that the 
Sufi is the dominate voice of Islam is taunt amount to saying that 
the KKK is the dominate voice for white America’s view on 
minorities and immigration (I’m not putting emphasis on the 
hateful views expressed by the KKK, I’m putting emphasis on 
the fact that what they say is a minority view held within the 
white community). 


When I was debating with Amar khan about pedophilia in 
Islam, I used references other than the Quran and Hadith. The 
readers on FFI’s website were quick to scorn me because I used 
what they called ‘secondary sources’ to prove my points. I hope 


that those same readers, along with everyone else who read Ali 
Sina’s book notice that this Sufi website is also a ‘secondary 
source’, since the footnotes provided do not allude to any 
reference from the Quran or Hadith; they come from 
http://www.muhammadanreality.com. If these sayings that Ali 
Sina says come from the lips of Muhammad and are authentic, he 
would have quoted Hadith, not this Sufi website. Ali Sina is well 
aware of the importance the Quran and authentic Hadith are to 
Muslims but he uses none. Instead he chooses to use a Sufi 
website!? 


Again, like his reference to Dr. Sam Vaknin, Ali Sina is 
hoping and depending on the readers of his book to do little or no 
investigation into the sources he uses. 


Ali Sina: 


Your argument about the invalidity of this quote because the 
source is a Sufi site is the same logical fallacy that you used to 
pooh-pooh Dr. Vaknin’s work. What is your point? Are you 
saying that Muhammad did not make those pompous remarks 
about himself and they are all libels made up by the heretic 
Sufis? Do they portray your prophet as a narcissist, which you 
don’t think is fair because the source is unreliable? 


Sorry to burst your bubble. The following is a short list of 
Sunni sites that publish the same quote. 


www. sunnah.org/ibadaat/tawassul.htm 
www.allahoo.org/LoveProphet/LoveProphet.htm 


This hadith was narrated by Ibn Abbas and was collected by 
Tirmidht (824-892) who was a Sunni collector of hadith. 
Therefore, your scoffing at it on the ground that I pulled it from a 
Sufi site is garbage. Sufis also quote the Quran. Does that 
invalidate the Quran? 


Is this the level of intellectualism by which you want to beat 
me? Poor start! 


You approached me on Facebook and said you want to refute 
me. I no longer debate with incognito Muslims. The reason is 
simple. When I beat them there is no glory for me. Other 
Muslims say, ah but you did not debate a scholar. So I ask those 
who want to debate me to read my book first. This is not a free 
book, but I send it to them for free because I know they are not 
going to buy it. Of hundreds of people who received my book not 
a single one of them wrote back insisting on debate. Most of 
them never wrote back. Many of them wrote to thank me for 
opening their eyes and a few also wrote to curse me and tell me 
what a waste of time it would be for them to debate me. You are 
the only person who remained defiant after receiving my book. 


As I explained this to you before, there are three possibilities. 


1- You are smarter than all Muslim scholars and can do what 
they can’t. This is highly improbable, and with what we saw so 
far, you clearly are not a scholar. 


2- You are too dumb and deluded and as such incapable to 
discern facts. I said this is also unlikely because it appeared to 
me that you are a coherent person. 


3- You did not read the book and your confidence in defeating 
me stems from your misplaced faith in Islam and your ignorance 
of what the book says. This was my original assessment of you 
and therefore I insisted that you should read the book. 


Now you say you read it. I know option | is false. You tell me 
that option 3 is also false. What am I left with? 


You are not a scholar Donald. You are engaging in all sorts of 
logical fallacies and you are wasting my time. There is no glory 
for me in defeating someone of your caliber. The only thing you 
can do is once again show that Muslims are incapable of rational 


thought. But we have plenty of that evidence and hardly yours 
makes a difference. 


For the sake of brevity I will stop here and will respond to the 
rest of your “rebuttal” in the coming days. Then I will stop 
debating with you. There is a bigger fish in the pound. Prof. 
Pallacken Abdul Wahid is a scholar. He has a website dedicated 
to prove the Quran has predicted all the sciences that were later 
discovered. He wants to debate me and I am much interested in 
that. He is somebody. Who are you? I can disprove this 
gentleman and brag about it. I cannot brag about anything by 
disproving you. 


I give you one chance. You can bring along a scholar of fame. 
He should take ownership of what you say. Only then I will 
debate with you. You'll have a hard time to find someone. These 
scholars are deluded but not stupid. They know they will not 
win. Unlike you, they will read some of my debates with other 
scholars and will not risk their reputation. However, that is your 
only chance. If you bring along a reputed scholar of Islam to the 
table, I am all yours. Otherwise, I will respond to the rest of 
your arguments in the coming days and bade you farewell. 


Part 2 
Donald Morgan : 
A REFERENCE WE CAN BOTH AGREE ON 


Although I am able to prove that a vast majority of Ali Sina’s 
accusations are based on sources that are UNQUALIFIED and in 
the MINORITY, that does not mean that his chapter on narcissism 
is totally without professional, qualified sources. At the 
beginning of the chapter, on page 60, Ali Sina quotes the third 
and fourth editions of the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual 
(DSM) 1994 when giving a brief explanation of what narcissism 


is. I am willing to accept this as being ‘authentic references’ but 
this does not prove Ali Sina’s contention because he only uses 
the information to render a brief definition of narcissism for his 
readers. I use the term ‘brief definition’ because Ali Sina has 
omitted some vital information contained in the manual (DSM) 
he references. If you visit http://vww.halcyon.com/jmashmun/ 
npd/dsm-iv.html you can read the full definition of narcissism as 
contained in the DSM, 1994. Here are some vital facts about 
narcissism, as defined by the DSM: 


1. An exaggerated sense of _ self-importance (e.g., 
exaggerates achievements and talents, expects to be recognized 
as superior without commensurate achievements) The writers of 
the DSM call this Grandiose: According to the DSM common 
conspicuous grandiose behaviors include expecting special 
treatment or admiration on the basis of claiming (a) to know 
important, powerful or famous people or (b) to be extraordinarily 
intelligent or talented. The DSM also says that the best way to 
see grandiose in a person is to see that person at work. They give 
the following example: 


‘grandiosity is an aspect of narcissism that you may never 
catch on to unless you visit the narcissist’s home or workplace 
and see for yourself that others are involved and are pulling 
their share of the load and, more often than not, are also pulling 
the narcissist’s share as well.’ 


2. Preoccupation with fantasies of unlimited success, 
power, brilliance, beauty, or ideal love. 


Narcissists cultivate solipsistic or “autistic” fantasies, which 
is to say that they live in their own little worlds (and react with 
affront when reality dares to intrude). 


3. Believes he is “special” and can only be understood by, or 
Should associate with, other special or high-status people (or 
institutions ) 


Narcissists think that everyone who is not special and superior 
is worthless. By definition, normal, ordinary, and average aren’t 
special and superior, and so, to narcissists, they are worthless. 


4. Requires excessive admiration 


Excessive in two ways: they want praise, compliments, 
deference, and expressions of envy all the time, and they want to 
be told that everything they do is better than what others can do. 
Sincerity is not an issue here; all that matter are frequency and 
volume. 


5. Has a sense of entitlement 


They expect automatic compliance with their wishes or 
especially favorable treatment, such as thinking that they should 
always be able to go first and that other people should stop 
whatever they’re doing to do what the narcissists want, and may 
react with hurt or rage when these expectations are frustrated. 


6. Selfishly takes advantage of others to achieve his own 
ends 


Narcissists use other people to get what they want without 
caring about the cost to the other people. 


7. Lacks empathy 


They are unwilling to recognize or sympathize with other 
people’s feelings and needs. They “tune out” when other people 
want to talk about their own problems. 


8. Is often envious of others or believes that others are 
envious of him 


9. Shows arrogant, haughty, patronizing, or contemptuous 
behaviors or attitudes 


Treats other people like dirt. 


The writers of the DSM also say: ‘People with NPD won't (or 
can’t) change their behavior even when it causes problems at 


work or when other people complain about the way they act, or 
when their behavior causes a lot of emotional distress to others 
or themselves. ’ 


As you can see, the list I provide from the DSM and list Ali 
Sina provides are similar. I have added some things that Ali Sina 
has omitted from the DSM that are important issues. So since Ali 
Sina and myself agree that the list provided from Diagnostic and 
Statistical 


Manual (DSM) 1994 is accurate; I will provide proof from the 
Quran and the Hadith that illustrate Muhammad’s character and 
that show he is not a narcissist (according to the DSM list). 


Ali Sina: 


You complain why when quoting from DSM I did not quote 
the entire passages, but only their summary. Are you suggesting 
that the detailed description changes the meaning of the summary 
and I have been disingenuous by not quoting them? Give us one 
example please. 


There are nine symptoms of narcissism. One is diagnosed as a 
narcissist if one has five of those symptoms. From the study of 
the biography of Muhammad we can see that he had all the nine 
symptoms. You did not disprove my diagnosis but object why I 
did not quote more from the DSM. There is no need for that. I 
quoted Vaknin who does a better job. 


Is Dr. Vaknin’s description of narcissism different from that 
of DSM? If it is, you should tell us how. Otherwise your attack 
on him is ad hominem. Vaknin describes this disorder with 
exquisite clarity and richness of terminology. He has a 
journalistic background and has a mastery over words that make 
his flawless writings, literary masterpieces — an added bonus, a 
pleasure to read. 


I know you are not a mental health professional, therefore 
your opinion on this subject is irrelevant. Do you know any 
mental health professional that disagrees with Vaknin’s 
definition of narcissism? Since every mental health professional 
familiar with his writings respects him, you better found another 
thing to attack in my writing. . 


Donald Morgan: 
EXAMPLES FROM THE LIFE OF MUHAMMAD 


Let us now examine some aspects from the life of Muhammad 
that proves he did not suffer from NPD. The first story I would like 
to relate is Muhammad’s journey to the small town of Ta’if. 
Muhammad traveled to this small town to propagate the message 
of Islam to its inhabitants. At first he was welcomed by chiefs to 
promote Islam but after a while they saw the potential strain this 
religion would have on their relationship with the Arab clans of 
Makkah. They immediately called for expulsion of Muhammad 
from their town. As Muhammad was making his way through the 
streets of Ta’if he was mocked and stoned by the children. It is said 
that the blood gushed so profusely from his head, that it clotted his 
sandals to his feet. Upon exiting the town of Ta’if, injured, 
humiliated and disgraced, the angel Gabriel came to him with an 
offer. Gabriel told Muhammad that if he wills it, he (Gabriel) will 
crush the town of Ta’if by bringing the 2 mountains at the opposite 
ends of the city together. Muhammad’s response to this offer was 
not the destruction of the city, he replied, saying, ‘Maybe Allah 
will produce from their offspring ones who worship Him alone.’ 


Ali Sina: 


Is this your evidence? This actually proves that Muhammad 
was a narcissist. Did anyone but Muhammad hear Gabriel 
making such an offer? How do we know that Muhammad did not 


make up this tale to soothe his wounded ego? Isn’t this a typical 
response of a child (all children have high doses of narcissism) 
when humiliated and cannot retaliate? Here we have a classic 
case of a narcissist response. He is beaten up and disgraced and 
he takes a high moral ground to assuage his injured pride. 


Can you point out to a single incident where Gabriel 
destroyed a city or harmed anyone? No, there is none. All the 
destructions were made by Muhammad and his befooled marau- 
ding gang of thugs. 


If Gabriel was able to sandwich a city between two mountains 
why he did not protect Muhammad from those stones that you 
say were hurled at him and wounded him? He could stop those 
stones hitting the prophet, couldn’t he? He could make them miss 
him, pulverize them before they reach him or convert them into 
cotton balls. These miracles would have been a lot easier than 
moving two mountains and they may have helped the people of 
Taif to see that Muhammad is really a prophet. 


These are simple questions that if a Muslim dares to ask, he or 
she will come to see the fraud of Muhammad. Why Gabriel did 
not save Muhammad from humiliation? Tell us please in which 
instance Gabriel did anything that we can know he is real and not 
a figment of Muhammad’s hallucination. Which city he 
destroyed? Which man he killed? 


Tell us why when Gabriel is so capable of moving two 
mountains to crush a city in between them, all the killings had to 
be done by the Muslims? Why convert ordinary people into 
bloodthirsty murderous beasts when if it had been Allah’s will to 
kill the kafirs he can without the help from humans? Or is it that 
Allah’s power is limited to deceiving people? 


Wouldn’t it have been more impressive if Allah destroyed a 
city on his own without the intervention of a bunch of 
bloodthirsty believers after his prophet fixed the date of that its 


destruction? How can we know that those jihadis were not 
inspired by Satan? All their actions were satanic — raiding, 
looting, raping. Are these divine actions? Is God so helpless to 
depend on Muhammad’s gang of believers to do his dirty 
work? What is the difference between Allah and a mafia 
godfather? Both are helpless without their followers. Both 
commit their crimes through their proxies — men who become 
their devotees and do their biddings. Is this the kind of God you 
worship? Muslims are not worshipping God but Satan. 


Muhammad said that Gabriel told him, Hey Muhammad, 
don’t sheath your sowrd. I and a host of angels are going to the 
Bani Quraiza to shake their fortress. Take your men and 
massacre them all those Jews. Allah has given their wealth to 
you and you can also choose a pritty girl for yourself to play 
with, wink, wink. However we don’t see anything happening to 
the fortress of Bani Quraiza, until Muhammad cuts the water to 
them. Their children cry because they are thirsty and they have 
no choice but to surrender. This leaves us wonder whether 
Muhammad lied about Gabriel destroying the city to make his 
foolish followers kill those hapless people and bring their booty 
to him. Let us say I claim to be a prophet and call upon my 
followers to raid a village, kill the men, take the women and 
children as slave and rob all their wealth, and I assure them that 
Gabriel and a large celestial cohort of angels are already there 
waiting for us to arrive. Don’t you think it is fair to ask, if Gabriel 
and his army are already there why can’t they win this war without 
our help? 


Gabriel and the angels are all invisible. If I could become 
invisible I could bring down the biggest army of the world all by 
myself. Why Gabriel and an army of invisible angels could not do 
any harm to anyone and why it was always the saber rattling 
Muslims who had to do the killings? Doesn’t it look that 
Muhammad was lying? 


If Muslims, instead of putting their heads on the ground and 
their butts pointed at sky all their lives, used their brains only for 
two minutes, they could see everything Muhammad said were 
lies. Alas their fear or thinking is so strong that they refuse to do 
it even for a second. 


Muhammad once invited his opponents to a tournament of 
cursing to see which party is telling the truth by praying that the 
party that lies fall dead. Well, those curses never worked. 
Muhammad had to rely on his spies, on tricks, on treachery, and 
on sudden ambush to destroy his victims. 


This story quoted by Donald is ridiculous. 


This debate is long. It will be published in several parts. 
Please check again tomorrow for part III. It will get more 
interesting towards the end. 


P.S. After I published this page, Komal made a wonderful 
observation. I am publishing it here so it does not get lost or 
ignored. She wrote: 


“Even when I was a Muslim I used to wonder why our 
prophet let the Taif people go unpunished. If the reason 
was, “Maybe Allah will produce from their offspring ones who 
worship Him alone,” then why didn’t he apply the same logic 
with the Jews or other tribes that he destroyed? Their offspring 
could have worshiped Allah too. It is plain ridiculous that when 
the prophet didn’t have power he was forgiving and merciful and 
the moment he got power the verses of “Kill the infidels. 
Destroy them all...” began to pour down from the sky”. 


Part 3 
Donald Morgan: 


The number one priority of a person suffering from NPD is 
the maintenance and preservation of his ego. If this person’s ego 


is challenged or compromised, he will become enraged. So, if 
Muhammad had NPD he would have called for the destruction of 
those responsible for embarrassing and humiliating him. He 
would have asked Gabriel to crush the city, killing all those who 
stoned him and belittled him in the streets. The fact that he did 
not give in to the offer made by Gabriel, shows us that he did not 
have NPD. 


Ali Sina 


Are you really this naive? There was no Gabriel, buddy. It 
was all lies made up by that charlatan. 


Yes Muhammad was unforgiving of those who humiliated 
him and injured his ego. When he broke the Hudaybiyya treaty 
and made his Allah to “reveal” Sura 9, Baraa (deliverance from 
keeping your treaty) and with 10,000 armed marauding men 
showed up at the gates of Mecca, the Meccans who had naively 
trusted this conman and his words were caught off guard. Abu 
Sufyan came out and made a deal with Muhammad to surrender 
with no fight in exchange that Muhammad desist killing anyone. 
Muhammad agreed. However, despite his promise he could not 
forgive those who had mocked and ridiculed him. Among them 
there were two singing and dancing girls who used to recite 
poetries mocking this pompous buffoon. He beheaded those 
hapless women and several others who used to laugh at him 
when he was living in Mecca. There are many stories that show 
Muhammad never forgot or forgave those who laughed at him. 
Christians say Satan cannot stand being ridiculed. Muhammad 
had no tolerance for that and so his followers who are ready to 
kill any number of people if someone laughs at their narcissist 
prophet or at them. Muslims’ sensitivity is more delicate then 
petal, but their hearts is harder than stone. 


Donald Morgan 


After his encounter in Ta’if, Muhammad collapsed and 
became weak. Some Makkans saw him and offered him shelter, 
until he could recuperate from his wounds. While in the company 
of these Makkans he made the following prayer to Allah: 


‘O Allah, To Thee I complain of my weakness, my lack of 
resources and my lowliness before men. O most Merciful! Thou 
art the Lord of the weak and Thou art my Lord. To whom wilt 
Thou relinquish my fate! To one who will misuse me? Or to an 
enemy to whom Thou hast given power over me? If Thou art 
angry with me then I care not what happens to me. Thy favor is 
all that counts for me. I take refuge in the light of Thy 
countenance, by which all darkness is illuminated. And the 
things of this world and next are rightly ordered. I wish to please 
Thee until Thou art pleased. There is no power and no might 
save in Thee.’ (You can read about this story at the following 
link http://www.alislam.org/library/zafar/exampler.html) 


Ali Sina 

And in what ways this proves that Muhammad was not a 
narcissist? That is exactly how a narcissist would behave when 
humiliated and unable to take revenge. He would take a high 
moral ground and a better than thou posture. Did Muhammad 
remain so meek when he came to power? No! All that Christ 
like docility evaporated and a ruthless tyrant emerged. On 
numerous occasions, if a person made a remark slightly defiant 
of his authority, his face would turn red and Omar would 
unsheathe his sword asking permission to behead the insolent 
person. This was to intimidate people and deter anyone to dare 
questioning him or challenging his authority. All these are 
explained in my book. You chose not to read. 


Muhammad became so haughty that when a group of Arabs 
came to see him and did not treat him like a king, he made his 
bogus Allah reveal verses telling people to respect his beloved 
prophet. 


O ye who believe! Raise not your voices above the voice of the 
Prophet, nor speak aloud to him in talk, as ye may speak aloud 
to one another, lest your deeds become vain and ye perceive not. 
Those that lower their voices in the presence of Allah’s 
Messenger, their hearts has Allah tested for piety: for them is 
Forgiveness and a great Reward. Those who shout out to thee 
from without the inner apartments — most of them lack 
understanding. (Q.49:2-4) 


Muhammad had zero tolerance for dissent and less for being 
ridiculed. Don’t quote me stories of his “tolerance” of the time 
when he had no power to retaliate. What could he do in such a 
state of helplessness? Let us look into his deeds when he came to 
power and then see what an intolerant monster he became. 


Donald Morgan 


I want the readers to notice the part of his prayer that is 
printed in bold text. According to the DSM, NPD sufferers have 
a sense of entitlement and absolute power is what they crave. 
This is in direct conflict with Muhammad’s prayer. In his prayer 
he says he is weak and has a lack of resources. He even describes 
himself as being lowliness before men. These are not attributes a 
person with NPD attributes to himself. So we can conclude, 
again, that Muhammad did not have NPD. 


Ali Sina 
You obviously have no understanding of NPD. The sense of 
entitlement never left Muhammad throughout his life. However, 


narcissists play the role of victim always. You claim to have read 
my book. I know you didn’t. There is a long chapter that 
compares Muhammad and Jim Jones. Acting as a humble servant 
of God or of humanity is a distinct characteristic of a narcissist. 


I quoted Dr. Vaknin who explained this point superbly. He 
wrote, “To avoid such intolerable pain, some patients with 
Narcissistic Personality Disorder (NPD) socially withdraw and 
feign false modesty and humility to mask their underlying 
grandiosity. Dysthymic and depressive disorders are common 
reactions to isolation and feelings of shame and inadequacy.” 


In page 89-90, I wrote: 


‘When Muhammad was still weak and had few followers, he 
was courteous, attentive, compassionate, flexible, helpful and 
even feigned humility. There is a sharp contrast between the 
Qur’anic verses written during this period and those written in 
Medina when he became powerful and did not need to wear a 
mask to woo new converts with kindness. In Medina, he became 
demanding, tyrannical, willful, aggressive and _ exploitative. 
There he raided villages and towns and after killing unarmed 
men and looting them, demanded survivors submit to him, pay 
Jizyah, or face death’. 


The following are examples Meccan verses: 


I. Be patient with what they say, and part from them 
courteously. (Q.73:10) 


2. To you be your religion, and to me my religion. (Q. 109:6) 


3. Therefore be patient with what they say, and celebrate 
(constantly) the praises of your Lord. (Q.20:103) 


4. Speak well to men. (Q.2:83) 


5. We well know what the infidels say: but you are not to 
compel them. (Q.50:45) 


6. Hold to forgiveness; command what is right; but turn away 
from the ignorant. (Q.7:119) 


7. Pardon thou, with a gracious pardoning. (Q.15:85) 


8. Tell those who believe, to forgive those who do not look 
forward to the Days of Allah. (Q.45:14) 


9. Those who follow the Jewish (scriptures), and_ the 
Christians - any who believe in Allah and the Last Day, and work 
righteousness, shall have their reward with their Lord; on them 
shall be no fear, nor shall they grieve. (Q.2:62) 


10. And do not dispute with the followers of the Book except 
by what is best. (Q.29:46) 


Compare them to those written later in Medina when 
Muhammad became powerful. 


I. Oh you who believe! Murder those of the disbelievers and 
let them find harshness in you. (Q.9:123) 


2. I will instill terror into the hearts of the unbelievers: smite 
above their necks and smite all their finger-tips off. (Q0.8:12) 


3. Whoso desires another religion than Islam, it shall not be 
accepted of him. (Q.3:85) 


4. Slay the idolaters wherever you find them. (Q.9:5) 


5. Kill them wherever you find them, and drive them out from 
wherever they drove you out. (Q.2:191) 


6. Fight them on until there is no more dissension and 
religion becomes that of Allah. (Q.9:193) 


7. Fight them, and Allah will punish them by your hands, 
cover them with shame. (Q.9:14) 


&. Make no excuses: you have rejected Faith after you had 
accepted it. If we pardon some of you, we will punish others 
amongst you, for that they are in sin. (Q.9:66) 


9. You who believe! Verily, the Mushrikiin (unbelievers) are 
Najasun (impure). So let them not come near Al-Masjid-al- 
Haram (the grand mosque at Mecca) after this year. (Q.9:28) 


10. Fight those who do not believe in Allah and the last day... 
and fight People of the Book, who do not accept the religion of 
truth (Islam) until they pay tribute by hand, being inferior. 
(Q.9:29) 


You did not read my book and that is why you rehashed the 
same fallacy that I had already refuted. Even the most deadly 
snake is harmless when defanged. You cannot call a helpless 
man tolerant. Only those who have the power can prove their 
tolerance by not abusing it. Muhammad was not a tolerant man 
when he came to power. 


Donald Morgan : 


Another instance of Muhammad’s humble nature comes to us 
from another instance in his life. The Arab pagans in Makkah 
realized that Muhammad’s message was gaining popularity 
amongst the people of Makkah. They viewed Muhammad’s 
message a threat to their economy and trade because Muhammad 
was preaching worship of one god. The Makkans made money 
from pagan rights because every year, the pagan Arabs would 
house their gods in the custody of the Kaba. With this lingering 
threat to their livelihood they came to Muhammad with an offer. 
They offered him ‘status’, wealth and the keys to the Kaba. In 
exchange, Muhammad was to cease all preaching and callings to 
the worship on one god. Muhammad’s uncle, Abu Talib, came to 
Muhammad with this offer. Muhammad’s response to this lucrative 
offer was: 


‘O Uncle, if they put the sun in my right hand and the moon in 
my left hand in order that I may leave my work, I will not do so. 
God will help me or I shall die in it.’ 


According to DSM, a person suffering from NPD craves power 
and will go through great lengths to attain it. The Makkans offered 
Muhammad what every NPD sufferer craves, status, wealth, power 
and the prestigious honor to own keys to the Kaba itself. Any NPD 
sufferer would have jumped onto this opportunity at instant power 
and wealth. If Muhammad had NPD he would have agreed to these 
terms, instead he chose exile and ridicule by the pagan Arabs. This 
instance in the life Muhammad proves he did not have NPD. (You 
can read this account) 


Ali Sina 

I am amazed at your gullibility and naiveté. First of all 
Monotheism was no threat to the economy of Mecca. There were 
many monotheist religions like Sabeans, Jews, Christians and 


Magians in Arabia. The followers of these faiths preached with 
no opposition and in freedom. 


There were other monotheist prophets contemporary to 
Muhammad like Musailama and Sijah and they too had many 
followers. Although they never engaged in robbery and other 
crimes that distinguished Muhammad’s prophetic career, unlike 
him, they were successful among their own people. Their people 
did not call them mad and lunatics but actually believed in them. 


Monotheism posed no threat to the Meccan economy. In fact 
after Muhammad raided and conquered Mecca the economy of 
that town improved and it kept improving as Islam expanded? 
Will you explain in what ways monotheism was a threat to the 
Meccan economy? You have gobbled every nonsense so 
uncritically that is truly worrisome. 


You remind me of Almost Aisha’s words who wrote, “After 
my conversion, I felt a sense of peace and happiness that I had 
never before experienced in my life, and hope to never 
experience again.” Then she goes on to explain that the peace 


that she experienced was caused by numbing her intelligence and 
by believing in every baloney fed to her in the name of divine 
truth, uncritically. She woke up because she was smart. Are you 
ever going to wake up Donald? The difference is that she read 
my book in its entirety while you read a few pages and started 
writing your pathetic rebuttal. Yes she was just as confident 
about her newfound faith as you are, but she was intelligent 
enough to not shut all doors of investigation. She did not read my 
book to agree or learn something new, but to refute it. However 
she knew that in order to refute me she had to learn fully what I 
say. It was then that the truth struck her and she woke up from 
that numbing peacefulness. 


You are not Almost Aisha. You are so full of yourself that 
don’t even bother to see what your opponent say and 
begin writing before knowing their position. You have no chance 
with me, but with this kind of attitude you lose even if you were 
on the right side of the argument. Not only your position is 
wrong, also your approach is wrong. As Sun Zi said, know your 
enemy before going to the battle. If you had read my book, you 
would not have won this debate, but you’d have saved yourself 
the humiliation. 


I sent you my book for free. I sent it to hundreds of other 
Muslims. There is not a single Muslim who read my book and 
was not shaken by it. Today, I was chatting with my Italian 
friend. She asked who do you think will write the next century? I 
sald, “Me!” “Oh! Santa Maddonna santissima!” she exclaimed. 
I told her when the knowledge of Islam and particularly the truth 
about Muhammad’s mental disorders spread and people under- 
stand that he was not a prophet, but a mentally sick man Islam 
will become history. Over a billion people will be liberated and a 
new era of peace will begin, and today’s Islamic countries will 
come out of their misery and will prosper. This is a reality that is 


going to happen. Have no doubt about it. Then I clarified to her 
that it is not me personally that I am talking about. Thanks 
heaven, I do not have narcissistic delusions of grandiosity. I said 
“me” in the manner of joke and to hear that lovely Italian 
exclamation. The truth is that it will be all of us apostates who 
understand Islam and spread that understanding that will write 
the next century. WE are going to write the future. It looks like 
you are not going to be part it Donald. You are not even in the 
present. You are stuck in the past incrusted in the seventh 


century. 


One erudite Muslim who wrote a very polite letter asking for 
debate, after reading the book wrote to say I am the most 
dangerous person on earth, more dangerous than Christians or 
any enemy of Islam that has ever lived. He did not try to refute 
me, as you so pretentiously think you can, but only to convey his 
shock. Of course I am not a threat to any person, but sure I am to 
Islam. That man’s faith was shaken, just as the faiths of hundreds 
of Muslims who read my book is shaken. These people will one 
day come to their senses and will realize that they are only 
fooling themselves. That possibility is slim in your case, because 
your head is stuck deep in the sand. There is no one blinder than 
the one who does not want to see and no one deafer than the one 
who does not want to hear. 


From what we read so far of your pearls of wisdom it is clear 
that you are not exceptionally smart. In fact you are quite naive. I 
am sure there is nothing wrong with your intelligence, it’s just 
that you’ve so convinced yourself of a lie that you don’t look to 
see what others say. Instead of reading my book to try to refute 
it, you went on looking from which university Dr. Vaknin got his 
degree. How pathetic! 


Just to set the records straight, Dr. Vaknin studied in 1982-3 
in ENCINO, California called “Pacific.” (At that time it was 


replete with a campus with students, faculty, exams, and all the 
paraphernalia of higher education.) Later, to distinguish itself 
from other Pacific universities, it added the moniker “Western”. 
Sometime during the 1990s it merged out of existence. 


You dug a malicious rumor about Dr. Vaknin that claimed he 
obtained his degree from a diploma mill. This is very old hat and 
completely false. The “info” is maliciously (and libelously) was 
spread by Wikipedians, the anonymous editors of Wikipedia, a 
group with no face and responsibility. Anyone can become an 
editor of Wikipedia and many do for a vendetta to spread rumors 
about people they have an ax to grind against or to promote 
themselves. 


This character assassination of Dr. Vaknin on Wikipedia was 
no different from what Muslims write about me. It was 
completely baseless, malicious and cowardly. Who stands behind 
anything written on Wikipedia? It’s foolish to rely on this open 
site to find facts about people. You cling to any straw because 
you are desperate. 


See this page on this subject. Attp://www.narcissistic- 
abuse.com/wikipedia.html 


Responding to this malicious libel, Dr. Vaknin wrote, “J 
have never been to Hawaii, let alone studied there. The 
diploma mill that used to call itself “Pacific Western 
University” (and then was litigated into changing its name) 
was based in Honolulu. To obtain my Ph.D., I had to submit a 
dissertation and defend it. That I have a bona fide doctorate is 
very easy to prove: it is available from the Library of Congress 
and from UMI.” 


You can find Dr. Vaknin’s doctoral dissertation in the 
Library of Congress Catalog by 


1. Click on this link http:/catalog.loc.gov/ 


2. Click on Basic Search 3. Select Author/Creator Browse 
from the Search Type pull-down menu 4. Type “Vaknin” in the 
Search Text dialog box. Vaknin’s books (and _ doctoral 
dissertation) are listed under Vaknin, Sam; Vaknin, Sem; and 
Vaknin, Samuel. To view his books click on “Vaknin, Samuel’ 
and “Vaknin, Sem” and select the Full Record tabs. To view his 
doctoral dissertation, click on “Vaknin, Sam’. You will be 
forwarded to a page titled: Time Asymmetry Revisited Select the 
Full Record tab. Vaknin’s dissertation is also included in UMI’s 
databases (University Microfilms International). Click here to 
read some correspondence which may be of interest in this 
respect. 


Just like any other argument you presented, it is clear that you 
don’t do your research before opening your big mouth and 
making a fool of yourself. Instead of paying attention to what 
you read, even to refute it in a rational way, you went on ‘source 
hunting’ and when you found one of the hadiths in my book is 
referenced froma Sufi site, you berated that hadith without 
bothering to see that the same hadith is quoted in several Sunni 
sites. You are not a scholar Donald. All you have done so far is 
pooh-pooh my sources without doing proper research. What a 
pathetic way of thinking? What a waste of intelligence? You are 
a waste of my time and I get a distinct pleasure humiliating you 
publicly. I have no sympathy for people who willingly refuse to 
use their brains and are deliberately malicious. If you were stupid 
I would be a lot more sympathetic to you. Since you are not 
stupid, but only arrogant and delusional, unwilling to use your 
brain, you don’t get my sympathy. 


The Meccans did not offer wealth to Muhammad to make him 
desist preaching. This ludicrous claim can only be believed by 
the gullible Muslims whose brains, as Almost Aisha said, are at 
“peace.” What kind of rational people offer wealth to a prophet 


pretender to make him stop lying? Has such thing ever happened 
in the history of mankind? There is not a day that a crackpot does 
not claim to be a prophet, the messiah, the messenger of God, 
and what not; and there is no dearth of fools to believe in them. 
Can you show one single instance where one of these pretenders 
has been approached with money to stop preaching? How much 
stupidity is enough Donald? 


Why would the Meccans want to offer money to a man they 
thought to be mad and majoon (jinn possessed)? They just 
laughed at him. They were understandably offended when he 
started maligning their sacred beliefs. What would Muslims do 
when someone slights Muhammad? Despite that the Meccans did 
not act violently. They boycotted him and his insolent followers, 
but never harmed them physically. These beguiled converts were 
the Meccan’s foolish sons and daughters. The Meccans did not 
want to harm them. I have explained this in my book. You did 
not read it. I showed that all those claims of persecution of 
Muslims are lies. The Meccans could easily get rid of 
Muhammad, but they didn’t. They were tolerant just as the world 
is today tolerant towards Muslims, whereas Muslims engage 
in terrorism while at the same time they cry victim. 


That story you are telling me is a lie. It is not in the hadith or 
in the Quran. It is a later day forgery. Even if it were in the 
hadith or in the Quran it would still be a lie because it goes 
against commonsense. People do not offer money and wealth to 
those whom they believe are liars. Meccans believed Muhammad 
was a liar. Why would they want to prize a liar with wealth when 
they could easily kill him if they wanted to silence him? It takes 
either a Muslim or an fool to believe in this balderdash. How 
many lies can you gobble before you explode? 


Now, as an interesting note, I did receive an offer of 
$1,000,000 dollars to shut down faithfreedom.org. I got this 


email last year and I shared it with my fellow editors. I tried to 
engage that Muslim to elaborate further, unfortunately he did not 
respond. I asked him why does he want to give away so much 
money when all he has to do is refute one of my charges for me 
to shut down the site. His response was. “You are doing a lot of 
harm.” That is all I got from him and he did not reply my 
subsequent probing. 


Why a Muslim would want to silence me with money? It’s 
because they cannot kill me. If they could get rid of me in a more 
economical way why would they want to prize someone whom 
they hate? It makes no sense. It is also likely that this person was 
not really serious, but was testing me. Well, one million dollars 
does not attract me. Tempt me with something of eight digits and 
I may think about it. (Just kidding) 


[Tommorrow Part 4 of this debate will be published. Please 
come back. You’re not going to be disapointed. It is the best part 
of this series yet. If you are pregnant, don’t come back 
tomorrow. Your child may be born prematurely. ] 


PART 4 
Donald Morgan 


According to the DSM an NPD sufferer chooses people of 
high status to be part of their inner circle of friends or 
companions. They also look at people ‘below’ them as being 
worthless. The DSM also states that these people are so arrogant, 
they treat others like dirt. What I would like to do now is 
illustrate that Muhammad does not fit this profile. To do so I will 
speak shortly about slavery. Slavery at the time of Muhammad 
was widely accepted all over the world. Although Muhammad 
came short of forbidding the practice, he has shown great 
sympathy to the enslaved and encouraged his followers to free 
them. Muhammad had set an example himself when he freed a 
slave called Zayd ibn Haritha. Zayd later became a trusted 


companion of Muhammad. One early biography relates 
Muhammad as having said that “he (Zayd b. Haritha) was one of 
the dearest to me of all men. (Karim D. Crow, “Facing One 
Qiblah: Legal and Doctrinal Aspects of Sunny and Shi’ah 
Muslims”, 2005, p. 143, Ibex Publishers, ISBN 9971-77-552-2) 
The question must be asked here; ‘does this act of compassion fit 
the profile of one who suffers from NPD? Not only did 
Muhammad promote freeing slaves, he set one of his own slaves 
free and referred to that slave as being ‘dearest’ to him 
(Muhammad). Does this sound like a man who chooses only high 
profile people to be part of his inner circle? Does this sound like a 
man who treats others like dirt? The obvious answer is no, so what 
can we learn from this? Simply put, again, Muhammad does not fit 
the profile of an NPD sufferer. Also, if we look at another close 
friend and companion to Muhammad, Billal, we see the same 
thing. Billal was an African, black slave who was later freed and 
accepted Islam, joining the prophet. Billal was the first person to 
perform the call to prayer, a ritual that is still practiced today. 


Ali Sina 

What we can learn from this story is that you did not read my 
book. You are so confident of the cult that you have embraced 
that you don’t think anyone who opposes it may have a point. So 
why bother reading what you already know better? Your brain is 
at peace brother. That is what we learn from the above story. But 
that is foolish. You have an eternity to keep your brain in peace. 
Right now you have to make it work. 


Before I tell you about Muhammad’s haughtiness and _ his 
disdain for lowly people, let me debunk your claim that he was 
against slavery. 


Muhammad was never against slavery. Zeid was his adopted 
son. Both Muhammad’s sons, Qasim and Abd al Menaf (named 


after idol Menaf) died at infancy. An Arab without a son was a 
man with no honor. As added humiliation he had four daughters. 
In fact Muhammad thought it is denigrating to have daughters 
and an insult to attribute daughters to Allah. “What! For you the 
males and for Him the females! This indeed is an unjust 
division!” He wrote in the Qur’an, 53:19-22. That is why he 
adopted Zeid as his son. This was out of expedience and 
for status and not out of goodness of his heart. Later, when he 
lusted after Zeid’s wife Zeinab, he made his Allah reveal a verse 
to annul the institution of adoption and said, I am not the father 
of any of your men. (Q. 33:40) 


The claim that Muhammad was against slavery is 
preposterous. Muhammad raided town after town and after 
killing unarmed men took as slaves their children and their wives 
in such numbers that one day when Aisha broke her oath she 
manumitted forty of them in expiation. You can imagine how 
many slaves did she have to manumit forty in one go and how 
many slaves other wives of Muhammad inherited and how many 
the rest of marauding Muslims received as their shares of the 
booty? Tens of thousands of free people were reduced to slavery 
by Muhammad and his followers. All the slaves brought to 
America were purchased from Muslim slave makers. Slavery has 
not ended yet among Muslims and it will be back if Muslims 
become the majority again. So take your charade that 
Muhammad “just came short of abolishing slavery” elsewhere. 
That brute was the biggest slave maker and slave trader of 
history. 

In page 13 of Understanding Muhammad I wrote: 

“Muhammad was cognizant that his followers were mostly 
meek and lowly. To boost his prestige he needed someone of 


stature to embrace his cause. Ibn Ishaq narrates: “Whenever 
men came together at the fairs, or the apostle heard of anyone of 


importance coming to Mecca, he went to them with his 
message.’ [Sirat, Ibn Ishaq page. 195] The chroniclers also tell 
us that Muhammad rejoiced immensely when Abu Bakr and then 
Omar enlisted in his cause. The conversion of Abu Talib would 
have elevated his prestige among his uncles and the Quraish, the 
tribe that resided within Mecca and were custodians of the 
Ka’ba, giving him the credibility and status he so desperately 
craved. Instead, the dying man smiled and said he would rather 
die in the faith of his forefathers. Thus, with his hopes dashed, 
Muhammad walked out of the room murmuring: “I wanted to 
pray for him, but Allah stopped me from doing so.” [Life of 
Muhammad, Muir Vol 2 p.195] Page 192-193. 


He Frowned 


Islamic societies are dysfunctional, patriarchal, misogynous 
and dictatorial. Not only are women mistreated, children are 
often abused, beaten and humiliated. Consequently they grow up 
scarred, have low self esteem, fancy thoughts of grandiosity and 
evince symptoms of pathological narcissism. 


During my youth I had an Afghani friend who had all these 
characteristics. One day he told me he wanted to “become a 
Hitler.” Hitler is a popular figure in Islamic countries. I was 
annoyed with that stupid remark and after giving him a piece of 
my mind walked away from him. Fearing to lose my friendship, 
the next day he came to me and said that the night before he 
dreamt of the Prophet scolding him and telling him that he should 
become a “spiritual Hitler’. This ridiculous behavior typifies the 
pathological thinking of a narcissist. Narcissists are master 
manipulators. They are always one step ahead of you. There is an 
interesting chapter in the Quran, called ‘4dbasa, (He Frowned) 
which shows Muhammad had the same pathological mindset. 


The very early Muslims were mostly slaves or rebellious 
youths in their teens with no social standing. Muhammad was 


aware that in order to be taken seriously he must enlist influential 
people in his cause. Abu Bakr’s conversion is owed to 
Khadijah’s influence. As far as he was concerned, if an important 
woman like Khadijah had accepted Islam, it must be true. Once 
Abu Bakr converted, it became easier for Umar to convert and so 
on. In logic this is called argumentum ad or appeal to authority. 
This is a fallacy that uses admiration of an important person to 
prove the validity of an assertion. Muslims resort to this fallacy 
often. 


During the early years of his mission, Muhammad was sitting 
among the dignitaries of Mecca trying to convince them of his 
claim. One of his followers, a blind poor man named Ibn Umm 
Maktum, approached him with a question. Muhammad disliked 
his interruption and frowned. Those sitting around him noticed 
his contempt. They criticized him for his hypocrisy and double 
standard. There was no way for Muhammad to get out of this 
embarrassing situation by making Allah approve his snobbish- 
ness. The next day he claimed to have received a sura in which 
Allah rebuked him for ignoring the blind man while trying to 
impress the rich. 


He frowned and turned (his) back, Because there came to him 
the blind man. 


And what would make you know that he would purify himself, 
Or become reminded so that the reminder should profit him? 
As for him who considers himself free from need (of you), 

To him do you address yourself. 

And no blame is on you if he would not purify himself 

And as to him who comes to you striving hard, 

And he fears, 


From him will you divert yourself. 


Nay! Surely it is an admonishment. 
So let him who pleases mind it. 

In honored books, 

Exalted, purified, 

In the hands of scribes (Q. 80: 1-15) 


In these verses Muhammad is taking the blame and even 
making Allah admonish him for his condescendence. None- 
theless, as a narcissist that he was even in this sura he ended up 
blaming his detractors even more. From verse 17 onward, he 
pours his venomous vituperation on those who disbelieved him. 


Although this sura is another indication of Muhammad’s 
narcissism, Muslims do not see it that way. They have fallen 
prey to his manipulations hook, line and sinker and think that this 
sura is evidence of his sincerity. Far from it; this should only be 
seen as damage control. Muhammad had no other choice but to 
take the blame. How can you blame one who has already taken 
it? 


Donald Morgan 


Also, the call to Islam Muhammad made attracted what type 
of people? According to Karen Armstrong, in her book titled 
‘Islam’, the early followers of Muhammad were the poor and 
disenfranchised (with the exception given to Abu Bakr Siddiq 
and Khadijah). Again, if a person suffering from NPD aspires to 
have people of high rank or status be part of his inner circle of 
friends or companions, his message would have appealed to that 
type of person. Muhammad’s message appealed to the poor, sick 
and weak amongst the Arabs because it was a message of 
liberation. This is why a vast majority of those who first accepted 
Islam were poor, disenfranchised people, not people of wealth, 
status and power. As a matter of fact, those with wealth, status 


and power, the Quraish of Makkah tried to stop Muhammad’s 
message by any means necessary. 


Ali Sina 

I already refuted the charade that Muhammad was interested 
in the poor. He was disdainful of them. However, those were the 
people he could fool, but his eyes were set on prominent people. 
The ignorant people of Mecca, consisting of slaves and the 
rebellious youths were the only ones who listened to his asinine 
message without asking for proof. Intelligent people laughed at 
him. Things have not changed since then. Even today, it’s the 
convicts, the prisoners, some fools and some inexperienced 
youths who convert to Islam. Intellectuals born and raised in 
Islam are leaving this cult of stupidity in droves. 


Now, let’s talk about the message of ‘liberation’. Yes 
Muhammad told the slaves to escape the services of their masters 
and to the youths he said they should obey Allah and his 
messenger and not their own infidel parents. (Q.9:23) Was this a 
message of liberation or was he an agent provocateur and a 
disrupter of social order? Had Muhammad not raided so many 
towns and not enslaved so many people, one could have given 
him the benefit of doubt that perhaps he was against slavery. But 
his own actions prove that he was not at all against slavery. He 
reduced tens of thousands of free people into slaves and enriched 
himself by trading them. So what liberation are you talking 
about? 


Donald Morgan : 


If one looks to the Quran, as it regards to Muhammad, one 
would find something unexpected. There are parts in the Quran 
that correct Muhammad, meaning Muhammad did something and 


a later revelation came forth that corrected his action. One such 
example can be found in chapter 9, verse 43. It states the 
following: 


‘May Allah forgive you (O Muhammad) Why did you grant 
them leave , until those who told the truth were seen by you in 
clear sight, and you had known the liars’ 


It is Ali Sina’s contention that the Quran was Muhammad’s 
own manufacture. So let me play the devil’s advocate here. If I 
were to agree with Ali Sina about this (and believe me I don’t) 
and the Quran was Muhammad’s manufacture; if he suffered 
from NPD would he have written a passage like this? According 
to the DSM he would not. According to the DSM a person 
suffering from NPD always craves compliment and praise, as 
well as being arrogant. This passage from the Quran does not 
praise or compliment Muhammad, it chastises him for an action 
he did. If Muhammad suffered from NPD he would not have 
entered such a passage into the Quran, as it illustrates the fact 
that he is not always right in his decision making. 


Ali Sina 

Had you read my book you would not have made this 
comment. I already explained the mind game that narcissists 
play. We can see plenty of these manipulative games in the 
Quran. The sura Abbasa, described above is one such example, 
the other is when Zeid told Muhammad that he will divorce his 
wife. Muhammad responded, “Keep your wife to yourself, and 
fear Allah.”’ (Q.33:37) Soon after Zeid left, the remembrance 
of Zainab’s ruby lips, her soft thighs and her firm breasts 
awoke Muhammad’s Allah residing under his tunic who 
revealed a verse admonishing him for fearing the criticism of 
the people instead of giving in to his desires. 


You did hide in yourself that which Allah will make manifest, 
you did fear the people whereas Allah had a better right that you 
should fear Him. So when Zaid had accomplished his desire from 
her (i.e. divorced her), We gave her to you in marriage, so that 
(in future) there may be no difficulty to the believers in respect 
of (the marriage of) the wives of their adopted sons when the 
latter have no desire to keep them. And Allah’s Command must 
be fulfilled. (Q.33: 37) 


There is also Sura Tahrim, where Muhammad forbids 
Mariyah the slave girl of Hafsa to himself when the daughter of 
Omar finds him in bed with that pretty girl. Then again we see 
Allah admonishing Muhammad telling him: 


“O Prophet! Why do you ban (for yourself) that which Allah 
has made lawful to you, seeking to please your wives? And Allah 
is Oft-Forgiving, Most Merciful. Allah has already ordained for 
you (O men), the dissolution of your oaths. And Allah is your 
Maula (Lord, or Master, or Protector, etc.) and He is the All- 
Knower, the All-Wise. (Q.66:1-5) 


I told you about the story of my Afghani friend who said he 
dreamt the prophet scolding him for wanting to become a Hitler 
and advised him to become a “spiritual Hitler.” Now if one is 
stupid enough to believe my Afghani friend, then one is stupid 
enough to believe in all these admonitions that Muhammad 
received from Allah. That is the game narcissists platy to fool the 
gullible into believing that they are honest. Since your brain is 
resting in peace you happily fall for these tricks. 


This is exactly how narcissists manipulate and fool the 
gullible. Of course narcissists take the blame. When the buffoon 
O = Zero was asked about his involvement with the criminal 
Tony Rezko, what did he say? He immediately said, I am going 
to make mistakes once in a while. By taking the blame he 
disarmed his critics. Those who do not know narcissism think 


this is the sign of his honesty because he admits to his errors 
readily, without realizing that they have been just fooled by him 
again. 


Little knowledge is dangerous. Because most people have 
little knowledge of narcissism they can be easily fooled by 
narcissists like Muhammad, Hitler, Mussolini and Obama. Now 
everyone agrees that Hitler was a narcissist. I have convinced 
many that Muhammad was also a narcissist and more and more 
people are beginning to see that Zero is also a narcissist. BTW, 
Dr. Vaknin was the first to notice Zero is a narcissist. Once the 
world comes to see that, Vaknin will become a household name. 
Those who prefer to keep their heads in the sand will have a rude 
awakening. Some people just don’t wake up until it is too late 
and the house is on fire. 


What you describe above is a classic narcissistic behavior. 
Muhammad’s whole game was to portray himself as a messenger 
of Allah. By making people believe in this lie he could do 
anything and all he had to do was to make his hidden alias 
override what he had said and done and wash his hands from all 
blame. How convenient, eh! In fact the best way to make people 
think Allah and you are not one and they same is to make Allah 
admonish you, not too harshly, but just enough to fool the 
gullible that He is not your own fabrication. 


For example, you can say, I wanted to pray for my uncle, I am 
grateful for all he did for me, but Allah did not let me do it. 


I am a man of my words. I was going to honor the treaty that I 
signed at Hudaybiyya, but Allah sent me the Sura Deliverance, 
delivering me from keeping my words and told me that I 
should break my covenants with infidels. (Q. 9:1) 


I never lie. If I change some of the verses of the Quran, it’s 
because Allah changes his mind and sends me better verses. 
(Q.2:106) Also sometimes Satan whispers some verses into my 


ears that I think they are from Allah, but they are Satanic verses. 
So Allah corrects me. 


I told my son Zeid to keep his wife and fear Allah, but Allah 
scolded me badly for that and ordered me to have sex with 
my son’s wife. He admonished me and said, oh you naughty 
man, were you trying to hide what was in your heart when We 
wanted it to be manifest? You are not the father of any of these 
men, but the seal and last prophet, and adoption is abomination. 
(Q.33:37-40) 


I swore by God and promised to my wives not to sleep with 
Mariyah, the pretty maid of Hafsa again, and I wanted to keep 
my word, but Allah was very, very angry at me when he heard 
that, particularly for denying myself what my heart desired, just 
to please my wives. Allah admonished me and said in the 
harshest tone that I should fear HIM only and not my wives. 
(Q.66:1-5) Iam a God fearing obedient slave of Allah. How can 
I say no to Him when He orders me to have sex with my 
daughter in law or with the slave girl of my wife? He gets so 
angry when I deny pleasure to myself? 


I wanted to follow the Quran and limit the number of my 
wives to four, but Allah told me I can marry any number of 
women and whomever I like “so there should be no difficulty for 
me.” As you know “Allah is oft-forgiving and merciful.” But of 
course, he told me, “This is only for you [Oh Muhammad] and 
not for the believers at large.” (33:49-50) 


Now my loyal friend Abu Bakr, I swear by the spirit of my 
mother who is burning in hell because she died before I become 
a prophet and therefore an infidel that I was not looking at 
your baby Aisha. Do I look like a pedophile? An angel showed 
her to me in a dream wrapped in a silken linen. At first I said, 
no, no, no, this is not right, and ran away. But the angel came 
back a second time holding Aisha in his arm. He removed her 


nappy so I can see her naked baby butt. I feared Allah and had no 
other choice but to say, “if it is from Allah, then it must happen.” 
Now you my friend and companion, the one who witnessed to 
the truth of my claim of ascending to heaven and whom I called 
Sadiq (truthful), are you going to dispute with Allah and risk 
becoming a liar? Bukhari 9.87.140 


Come on Muslims! You are not stupid. I am sure you feel 
embarrassed of Muhammad. Why do you want to defend 
him? Believe me the followers of no other faiths have to defend 
their prophets of perversity all the times like you have to. No one 
can say these darn things about Jesus, Buddha, Zoroaster, 
Krishna, or any prophet. It’s only Muslims who have to make all 
these intellectual acrobatics to defend an indefensible. But that 
makes you look silly or maybe even stupid. You don’t owe 
anything to that crook. He was just an impostor no better 
than Jim Jones or other men who conned many people. 


I am sure you can think rationally. Or is it my wishful 
thinking? That includes you the deluded self proclaimed 
“reformists” of Islam as well. You who claim to be against the 
Sharia and for modernity. What proof do you need to see 
this man lied and fooled people for his own personal gain and 
personal lust? What is there in Islam that you want to save and 
reform? Where shall we draw the line and say beyond this point 
we will not be fooled? Aren’t you embarrassed to call yourselves 
the followers of an insane man? 


Over a billion people follow this pied piper. Some of them 
call themselves “doctors.” They are university educated and have 
earned their diplomas. And yet, they are so befogged that they 
can’t see the man they follow was mentally sick. They go around 
calling themselves “moderate Muslims.” Hey, these gentlemen 
are “moderate Muslims,” you know! They are not extremely 
fool, just moderately fool. 


Donald Morgan : 
ALI SINA’S ARGUMENTS 


In Ali Sina’s book, he references quotations from the Quran 
in a desperate attempt to undermine Muhammad’s character. On 
page 61 Ali Sina gives us his interpretations, which are 
misleading to say the least, on certain verses from the Quran. 
What I would like to do now is quote Ali Sina and see if that is 
what the Quran is implying. 


1. Ali Sina says the following: 


“Muhammad regarded himself as Khayru-l-Khalgq (the Best 
of Creation), an “excellent example” (Q.33:21) 


Chapter 33, verse 21 says the following: 


“indeed in the messenger of Allah (Muhammad) you have a 
good example to follow for him who hopes in (the meeting with) 
Allah and the last day and remembers Allah much” 


Where does it reference Muhammad as being the best of 
creation here? The verse simply says that one should emulate 
Muhammad, if he/she hopes to meet Allah. Like true Christians 
who strive to emulate Christ, Muslims strive to emulate 
Muhammad. 


Ali Sina 
The term Khayru-l-Khalq is not in the verse 33:21. That 


verse talks about Muhammad’s “excellent example.” You can 
find this title in many Islamic sites such as 


www.livingislam.org/n/bc_e.html which says, 


One of the names by which the Prophet Muhammad is known 
— upon him blessings and peace — is Khayru-l-Khalg or “Best of 
Creation.” Other similar names of him with identical meaning 
are Khayru-l-Bariyya, Khayru_ Khalgqillah, Khayru-l-‘Alamina 
Turra, Khayru-n-Nas, Khayru Hadhihi-l-Umma, and Khiratullah. 
These titles refers to his high status over all human Prophets and 
Messengers as well as over the Jinn and angels — upon them 
peace. 


Even if you argue that this title is not in the Quran, there are 
plenty of other similar titles that highlight Muhammad’s sense of 
self importance and grandiosity in the Quran that I have quoted 
in my book. 


Donald Morgan : 
2. Ali Sina then says the following: 


“explicitly or implicitly hinted to be “exalted above other 
prophets in degrees” (Q.2:253) 


Chapter 2, verse 253 says the following: 


‘Those messengers! We preferred some to others; to some of 
the Allah spoke (directly); others he raised to degrees (of honor); 
and to Isa (Jesus), the son of Maryam (Mary), we gave clear proofs 


+ IF 


and evidences and supports him with Ruh-ul-Qudus (Gabriel) ’. 


Where does it say explicitly or implicitly that Muhammad is 
exalted above all others? The verse simply says that Allah has 
preferred some prophets over others. God spoke to Moses directly 
and sent revelations to Noah and others. This verse is explaining 
god’s various degrees of interaction with his prophets. It does not 
say what you claim it says Ali Sina. 


Ali Sina 
The verse 2:253 says gis yard cle agiaes Liha’ (."N) alls 


This verse translates as: “Some of these apostles have We 
endowed more highly than others.” 


Did Muhammad consider other prophets to be superior to 
him? No. While describing his hallucinatory journey to Heaven, 
Muhammad claimed that he led a congregational prayer where 
all the prophets lined up behind him and he was their imam. This 
clearly shows his desire to be seen as superior to other prophets. 


Narcissists hide behind a facade of false modesty, but they 
reveal their true sense of grandiosity and entitlement through 
anecdotes and hints. So on one hand Muhammad would say there 
is no difference between the prophets (that is when he wants to 
elevate himself to their rank). On the other hand he made up 
stories to give the idea that he is superior to them, without saying 
this openly. If Muslims tell you that they regard Muhammad at 
the same rank of Moses and Jesus, they are lying. Muslims praise 
is only for Muhammad and NEVER for Jesus, Moses or any 
other prophet. 


Donald Morgan 
3. Ali Sina then says the following: 

“He claimed to be “the preferred one” (Q.17:55) 
Chapter 17, verse 55 says the following: 


‘And your lord knows best all who are in the heavens and the 
earth. And, indeed, we have preferred some of the prophets 
above others, and to Dawud (David) we gave the Zabur 
(Psaims)*.” 


Where does it refer to Muhammad as being the preferred one 
in this verse? The explanation of this verse is exactly the same as 


the explanation of the verse quoted before this one. Indeed god 
has interacted with the prophets in different ways. He spoke 
directly to some, like Moses and indirectly, through Gabriel to 
others, like Jesus and Muhammad. This verse, and the one 
before it speak to various levels in which God interacted with his 
prophets. 


Ali Sina 

The same response about Question 3 applies also here. In 
these verses we see Muhammad is establishing the claim that 
some prophets are afzal, i.e. superior to other prophets. Once that 
premise is established then through hints like the story of Mi’raj 
and how other prophets revered him and how no other prophet 
but him is given the power of intercession he made his hidden 
agenda known. These are all part of the manipulative game that 
narcissists play. Not really difficult to detect. Children often are 
expert in these mind games. We played these mind games 
ourselves when we were children. 


Donald Morgan : 
4. Ali Sina then says the following: 


“to have been risen “to a praised estate” (Q.17:79) — a 
station which he said none but he would receive — and this is the 
Station of Intercession at the right hand of the Almighty next to 
his Glorious Throne. In other words, he would be the person who 
would advise God as to who should be sent to Hell and who 
should be admitted to Heaven. 


Chapter 17, verse 79 says the following: 


‘And in some parts of the night (also) offer the salat (prayer) 
with it (i.e recite the Quran in the prayer), as an additional 
prayer (Tahajjud optional prayer — Nawafil) for you (O 


Muhammad). It may be that your lord will raise you to Maqaman 
Mahmuda (a situation of praise and glory, i.e the highest degree 


a aD: 


in paradise)’. 
This verse clearly says that Muhammad will be raised to the 
highest degree in paradise but it does not say he will be at the 
right hand of the almighty and it does not say he (Muhammad) 
will be charged with advising god as to who should be entered 
into heaven and who should be sent to hell, as Ali Sina says it 
does. Ali Sina’s explanation, however, comes to us from a 
Hadith but Ali Sina’s interpretation of that Hadith is incorrect. 


Ali Sina 
So what is your point? Are you saying that I am libeling 


Muhammad and he did not claim to be the intercessor in the 
Day of Judgment? 


The claim that Muhammad has the power of intercede may 
not be explicit in this verse but it is in many other verses, such 
as 2:255, 10:3, 19:85-87, 20:109, 21:25-29, 34:23. This subject 
is exhaustively discussed in my debate with Mr. Javed Ahmad 
Ghamidi and Dr. Khalid Zaheer. Anyone interested can read 
that debate here. 


Donald Morgan : 


If we look at Sahih Bukari, Vol. 6, Hadith No. 242, we read: 
‘Narrated Ibn Umar: ‘On the day of resurrection the people will 
fall to their knees and every nation will follow their prophet and 
they will say, “O so-and-so! Intercede (for us with Allah)”, till 
(the right) of intercession will be given to the _ prophet 
(Muhammad) and that will be the day when Allah will raise him 
to maqaman Mahmuda (a situation of praise and glory).’ 


Where does it state that Muhammad will be at the right hand 
of the almighty here, as Ali Sina says? The reason Ali Sina 
purposely says this is to incite hatred towards the Muslims from 
the Christians because the Christians believe that Jesus alone is 
at the right hand of the almighty. Shame on you Ali Sina for 
trying to incite such anger amongst your Christian readers! 


Ali Sina 

Who do you think you are to say shame on me? I wasted so 
much time responding to you drivel and this is my reward. This 
is the same person who started his message saying he wants to 
have a scholarly debate. You don’t know what that word 
meas.. 


Muhammad denies Jesus’s claim to be the son of God, and 
pooh-poohs a fundamental teaching of Christianity, which is 
the Trinity. He denies that Jesus was crucified. He calls the 
Christians “gone astray” and invokes on them the wrath of 
God (Q.1:7) Muslims recite this verse every day as their prayer. 
Muhammad said, may Allah destroy the Christians for calling 
Jesus son of God. (Q.9:30) He tells his zombie followers to fight 
the Christians and the Jews “until they pay tribute by hand, being 
inferior.’ (Q.9:29) He says their religion will not be accepted and in 
the next world they will be among the losers (Q. 3:85). And at least 
three times he calls the Jews pigs and monkeys. None of these 
blesphemies, insults and incites are hatemongering, not even the 
continuous persecution, genocide and massacre of the Christians 
throughout the Muslim wolrd. But if I point out to the fact that 
Muhammad considered himself superior to Jesus that is hate 
mongering and this jerk takes the liberty to insult me. See what 
Islam does to people? 


Donald Morgan 


Also, what is meant by intercession? It does not mean that 
Muhammad will have say over who goes to paradise and who 
goes to hell. It simply means that Muhammad will intercede on 
behalf of every man, in an attempt to gain favor from Allah for 
that man. Think of it like a courtroom; where Allah is the judge 
and mankind is the defendant. Who in the courtroom intercedes 
for the defendant? The defense lawyer, of course. The defense 
lawyer tries his/her best to show that their client, the defendant is 
innocent and should be set free. The same applies here; 
Muhammad will intercede on behalf of mankind to try and show 
god that every person is worthy of paradise. Although 
Muhammad will do this, it doesn’t ensure that a person will enter 
paradise as the final judgment belongs to Allah and Allah only. 


Ali Sina 
I had this discussion with Mr. Javed Ahmad Ghamidi and he 
is one of the top scholars of Islam. He could not solve this 


problem. Go and read that debate before making more fool of 
yourself! 


Muhammad will intercede on behalf of Mankind? Is he kinder 
than God to humanity? 


Donald Morgan : 


Do these verses in the Quran prove Muhammad suffers from 
NPD? If you believe Ali Sina’s lies, half truths and twisted 
interpretations then it may but if you, the reader investigates these 
facts, you will undoubtedly see that these examples Ali Sina gives 
prove nothing for his case. I am not surprised that Ali Sina would 
resort to this type of dirty tactic. In my vast experience in debating 
the Christian missionary, I have found that people who try to 


disprove Islam do so by providing lies, half truths and twisted 
interpretations. It is indeed a shame that such obvious tactics are 
still being used by the likes of Ali Sina to try and prove a point! 


If you have Ali Sina’s book go this page and notice the fact 
that what I mentioned above was not fully quoted from the Quran. 
Ali Sina has simply made a statement and attached a Quranic 
reference to it. Why Would Ali Sina do this? Why wouldn’t he 
quote the entire verse he attaches to his statement, so the readers 
can read it and agree/disagree that this is what the Quran says? Ali 
Sina is hoping that his reader will take what he says as being the 
truth. Once again, he is depending on his readers lack of 
investigation into what the Quran says in the attached Quranic 
references he provides. If you look at the bottom of this page he 
quotes the Quran to try and prove a point. Why wasn’t this done 
with the previous Quranic references he gave on the same page? 


Ali Sina 

Whenever I say something is in the Quran I give a reference. 
The Quran is a book that is available to anyone. It is only a click 
away. Any person whose brain is not clogged by religious 
cholesterol can see that the verses say exactly what I say. I have 
tried to make sure that as much as it is possible all the references 
in my book (there are close to 400) can be found on the Internet 
so people can easily verify them. In a few cases, such as when I 
had to quote the Tabaqat or Tabari, the references are made to 
my books. I could not find these books online. 


Donald Morgan : 


Ali Sina also makes several fallacious statements about 
Muhammad. He desperately tries to disguise his own opinion 
about Muhammad by indirectly inferring that what he says 
comes from a reputable source. I want the reader to remember 


that the quotations I pull from Ali Sina’s book have NO footnote 
or reference from an alternative source. These are merely the 
biased opinions of Ali Sina. As we all know, anyone can have an 
opinion, but is that opinion sound? In these cases they are not 
sound because Ali Sina fails to provide proof or footnotes to 
back up his sensational claims. 


Ali Sina says the following statements about Muhammad, 
without reference: 


“Page 62 (sayings of Muhammad) 


‘The very first thing that Allah Almighty ever created was my 
soul.’ 


‘First of all things, the Lord created my mind.’ 


Just as Allah created me noble, he also gave me noble 
character’.” 


Ali Sina 
The reference to these quotes is included in the footnote of 
my book. You failed to pay attention. Here is the passage. 


e The very first thing that Allah Almighty ever created was 
my soul. 


e First of all things, the Lord created my mind. 
e | am from Allah, and the believers are from me. 1 


e Just as Allah created me noble, he also gave me noble 
character. 


e Were it not for you, [0 Muhammad] I would not have 
created the universe.2 


1- The first three sentences are in http:/;www.muhammadanreality 
.com /creationofmuhammadanreality.htm 


2- The last two sentences are in Tabagat V. 1, p. 364 


You are a sloppy researcher. 


I am quite aware how Muslims, failing to respond to my 
charges, will do their best to find a single minor error in my book 
to discredit it altogether. So I took care that everything I say is 
referenced properly. 


Donald Morgan : 


Page 66 ‘Tronically, Muhammad preached against associating 
partners with Allah, when, in fact, he portrayed himself as the 
partner of Allah in a manner which made them logically and 
practically inseparable. ’ 


What Ali Sina has done is cunning and calculating in nature. 
He has mixed what he contends is ‘factual’ information along 
with his own baseless and fallacious opinion in an attempt to 
make blurry what is fact and what is fiction. There are many 
other places in this chapter where Ali Sina tries to mix his own 
unqualified opinion with ‘factual’ information so that the reader 
can’t distinguish or make the difference between the two. If these 
examples of your fallacious opinions are indeed factual in nature, 
provide us with a reputable reference that says what you say Ali 
Sina! 


Ali Sina 
You are wrong and blinded by your hatred. The following is 


the comment of one of the readers on my book published on 
Amazon.com: 


“No facts are assumed in this book. Opinions are stated as 
opinions and facts stated as facts and questions stated as 
questions. The only pursuit involved in this book is that of the 
absolute truth for a logical mind.” 


Donald Morgan 


Not only does Ali Sina resort to this dirty tactic when 
describing Muhammad, he does so with regards to what 
narcissism or NPD really is. He injects his own unqualified 
opinions on narcissism and NPD in very much the same way. He 
tries to, once again, mix his opinion with what he calls ‘factual’ 
information (I already proved that his main source Dr. Sam 
Vaknin, fake Ph.D is not a qualified or reputable source) in an 
attempt to make the two undistinguishable. Here are some 
examples of this dirty tactic. Again, notice that there are NO 
footnotes or references mentioned for his opinion, disguised as 
facts. 


Ali Sina 

Now, that is funny. So you are also questioning my 
knowledge of NPD? What is your qualification? The only 
knowledge you have about this subject is by following the link 
that I gave you to DSM and reading one page from that manual. 
You have even the chutzpa to berate Dr. Vaknin, when he is 
hailed by major scientific journals and his opinion is sought by at 
least 1000 mental health professionals? Shouldn’t you stick to 
Islam and discuss Muhammad’s pedophilia instead? Who are you 
to question Vaknin when there is not a single mental health 
professional that disagrees with his definition of NPD? But a jerk 
like you who has read just one introductory page to NPD from 
DSM is already qualified to decide who is qualified and who is 
not. 


Do you really have to opine on things you have no clue? It 
only makes you look foolish! 


Donald Morgan: 


Page 63 ‘A narcissist may seem to be self-confident and even 
accomplished. In reality he (narcissists are predominantly male) 
suffers from a great deficit of self-esteem and needs an outside 
supply of adulation, constantly seeking admiration.’ 


Page 65 ‘The Narcissist knows that direct self-promotion will 
be seen as repulsive and will be rejected. Instead, he presents 
himself as a modest, almost self-effacing person, one in the 
service of God, nation or humanity. ’ 


Page 68 ‘Narcissists invent fictitious gods and spurious 
causes. The more they elevate their false deities and glorify their 
causes, the more power they can obtain for themselves.’ 


These and other statements are nothing more than the ravings 
of Ali Sina, as they do not come from a secondary source. 
Although Ali Sina makes indirect reference to Dr. Sam Vaknin, 
he does not come out and say that this is what Dr. Sam Vaknin 
says. Even if he were to do so, I’ve already exposed Dr. Sam 
Vaknin as being unqualified to speak on the subject of mental 
disorders. So Ali Sina’s statements are based on an unqualified 
source, making them invalid as factual information. 


Ali Sina 

So now you are also a mental health professional and question 
my definition of narcissism!? Can you ask someone with an 
actual diploma to dispute those definitions? How can you 
disagree with what I say when you have no university quail- 
fication whatsoever and not just in psychology? I know close to 
nothing about physics. Wouldn’t it be foolish of me to write a 
dissertation trying to refute Steven Hawkins? What if I read a 
few pages on the subject from an online site? No, still I would 
not be qualified to opine on Hawkins or physics. My brother in 


law is a highly reputable psychiatrist. He is topnotch and one of 
the best. He is expensive. In one day he makes more money than 
most professionals make in a month. But narcissism is not his 
field, so he refused to opine on a subject that is not his specialty. 
But a Mr. nobody like you can already qualify and disqualify 
professionals who are highly respected by their peers. If I am not 
mistaken Gabriel must be visiting you too. The other illiterate 
man whoknew everything and had the knowledge of the 
unseen was Muhammad. 


Part 7 
Donald Morgan 
ALI SINA’S ‘BACK UP’ PLAN 


On page 70 in Ali Sina’s book he states the following, and I 
quote: 


‘Narcissists do not directly promote themselves. They hide 
behind the veneer of modesty, while they elevate their god, 
ideology, cause or religion, which in reality is their own alter 
ego. They may present themselves as mere messengers, simple, 
humble, self-effacing heralds of this or that mighty and all- 
powerful deity, or all-encompassing cause, but they make it clear 
that they are the only ones who know the cause and are 
extremely intolerant and unforgiving of dissenters and 
recalcitrants’ 


This passage automatically set off ‘red flags’ for me when I 
read it. The reason it raised suspicion is because there was no 
footnote attached. This statement did not come from a reference 
or a ‘qualified’ resource. It didn’t even come from Dr. Sam 
Vaknin fake Ph.D. Where did this passage come from? If it came 
from some resource, Ali Sina would have listed it in a footnote! 
If this statement did not come from a reference or resource it 
must have come directly from Ali Sina himself. I asked myself 


again and again, why Ali Sina would place this in his book if it 
didn’t come from a qualified psychiatric professional. Then, like a 
ton of bricks, the answer hit me. This is Ali Sina’s ‘back up’ plan. 
This is the ‘backdoor’ by which Ali Sina can escape when 
confronted with overwhelming evidence. In a sense, this is the ‘cop 
out’ Ali Sina can use at his discretion when proof of Muhammad 
not suffering from NPD is brought to the table. It occurred to me 
that it doesn’t matter how many examples from the Hadith or the 
Quran, about Muhammad, that would disqualify him as being a 
NPD sufferer were brought to the table because in the end, Ali Sina 
could always use his ‘back up’ plan or ‘backdoor’ by saying: 


‘Narcissists do not directly promote themselves. They hide 
behind the veneer of modesty, while they elevate their god, 
ideology, cause or religion, which in reality is their own alter ego.’ 
(pay close attention to the bold writing) 


An example of how this ‘back up’ plan can be deployed when 
needed is the following hypothetical (made up) conversation: 


Me: “Ali Sina, Muhammad was offered status, money and keys 
to the Kaba by the pagan Arabs in exchange for the immediate halt 
of his message of Islam. Muhammad replied saying that if they 
(pagan Arabs) were to place the moon in his left hand and the sun 
in his right hand, he would never give up the message (Islam), 
which was sent by God. If Muhammad had NPD, and NPD 
sufferers crave power and status, he would have taken this offer, as 
it gave him what every NPD sufferer craves, ‘Status’. The fact that 
he rejected this offer and took exile from Makkah as a result, 
shows he does not have NPD”. 


Ali Sina: “Well Sadiq, you see, a narcissist hides behind the 
veneer of modesty, while they elevate their god, so this evidence 
you provide is no proof that Muhammad was not a narcissist ”. 


Can you, the reader, see how this statement in Ali Sina’s book 
is nothing more than a dirty tactic he can use to get out of any 


conversation? The unbiased person who reads this can see it 
clearly! 


This statement could be used to disqualify any evidence or 
proof that is brought up by myself or others. I know that by the 
end of this debate, Ali Sina will use this excuse, or one like it to 
wiggle his way out of the evidence I bring forth. All I ask is that 
the readers remember one thing. This statement about NPD did 
NOT come from a qualified professional! It is the workings and 
ideology of Ali Sina, who is NOT a qualified psychiatrist, nor an 
authority on the subject of mental disorders or narcissism. If the 
readers of this debate are able to see beyond this obvious 
deception, made by Ali Sina, they, like me, can say that this 
statement is worthless, as it did not come from a qualified 
reference or resource. Thus, it can’t be used in the argument. 


Ali Sina 

How do you know I am or I am not a mental health 
professional? I have not spoken of my professional background. 
Did Gabriel whisper it in your ear this? Don’t trust that guy. He 
lied to Muhammad a lot and told him a lot of stupid things that 
we are now finding in the Quran. He could be deceiving you too. 


Now as far as that statement, yes it is mine, but you are not 
qualified to opine on it unless you show your qualification. By 
the way you conducted yourself in writing this so called rebuttal 
and the logical fallacies that you used I doubt you have a 
university qualification. Unless you got your diploma from a 
university in an Islamic country most universities churn their 
graduated a lot more familiar with logics. 


Yes that statement is true. Narcissists never promote 
themselves directly. They are always the champions of a cause, a 
belief,something bigger then themselves. I have shown examples 


of various famous narcissists, and their causes, and their cults in 
my book. Narcissists are not fool. They know how to manipulate 
people. No one would follow another person without a cause, but 
if you give them a cause, something big, something worthy to die 
for, you can have them in your hand like putty. This cause can be 
nationalism, communism, socialism, fascism, monotheism, or 
whatever, but not capitalisms because capitalism is individu- 
alistic. No one will want to sacrifice himself for capitalism. It 
defeats the purpose. But if you excite people about the causes 
that require one-for-all-and-all-for-one mentality, you can create 
a cult around yourself. 


Nonetheless, I did not refute the silly claim that Meccans 
offered wealth to Muhammad to stop preaching with this logic 
because it is a stupid and false claim. It just goes against reason. 
Imagine the scenario that the wealthy people of Mecca gather 
and say, this lunatic Muhammad had gathered a few slaves and 
low life moron around himself and is insulting our gods. So let 
all of us dig into our pockets and make him the wealthiest man in 
Mecca. Isn’t that laughable? How much one must be stupid to 
believe in this nonsense? Two minutes of rational thinking would 
prove all the claims of Islam are false, but alas a billion Muslims 
rehash these stupidities for 1400 years and are incapable 
thinking. 


Although this story is a ludicrous, the fact that narcissists are 
known to refuse offers to save their pride is a well known fact. 


Narcissist are extremely careful about self preservation and 
are willing to burn the world in order to save their own august 
and important self. However, what really matters to a narcissist 
most is his pride. They will even accept death for their 
pride. Saddam Hussein was a good example. In the war of 2003, 
he was offered to take his stolen wealth and go and live in 
Russia, but surrender Iraq without dragging it into war. He 


refused. Partly because he was fooled by the French whom he 
thought would save him at the end and party because his pride 
was too important for him. 


Hitler fought to the last minute a losing war and committed 
suicide before surrendering. All a narcissist has, is his pride. You 
take that away and nothing is left. For the narcissist, “death in 
dignity is better than life in dishonor,” These were the final 
words of Jim Jones when he goaded his followers to drink from 
the cyanide laced Cool Aid. 


The problem with you Donald is that you chose a wrong 
subject to refute. You probably would have not made a complete 
ass of yourself had you chosen a subject you were more familiar 
with, like pedophilia, raid or rape. You don’t know anything 
about narcissism and there you are trying to discredit Sam 
Vaknin the man that many call one of the most authoritative 
people on the subject. You took a bite of something that was too 
big for your mouth. Hopefully, this experience will serve you as 
a lesson. Next time challenge someone of your own size. You 
don’t want to get your nose bloodied in the first round and 
become the laughing stock of the world. 


The following is the recapitulation of this long drivel. Here is 
where Donald is beating his chest and celebrating his victory. I 
am not going to respond to it because it’s answered above. 


Donald Morgan: 
CONCLUSIONS 


Most people I have debated with, over the years, have been 
Christian missionaries. I have to admit that my experience in 
debating ex-Muslims-turned-atheists or Christians is limited. 
Since 9/11 we have seen an increase in the works of such people 
like Ali Sina and others like Irshad Manji. It is a responsibility 


for the Muslims to answer their call and expose their flawed 
logic and misrepresentation of Islam. In my investigation into 
this phenomenon, I have found that people like Ali Sina base 
their argument on ‘cultural Islam’. In my travels throughout 
South East Asia, I have seen these how culture and innovation 
seep into the teachings of Islam, turning it into something that 
resembles true Islam. Some people can’t distinguish the 
difference between the taste of real sugar and fake sugar 
(sweetener), but for those of us who can, we taste the sweetness 
of true Islam, everyday in our lives! 


The question of what was proven in my first half of the debate 
comes into question. Thus far, I was able to prove the following: 


1. Ali Sina uses sources that are considered unqualified 


2. Ali Sina injects his opinions, based on unqualified sources 
when speaking about narcissism or NPD. 


3. Ali Sina uses half truths to prove his arguments 


4. Show aspects from Muhammad’s life, that are no typical 
traits of a person who suffers from NPD. 


5. Show that the examples Ali Sina uses in the life of 
Muhammad to prove he had NPD are incorrect 


In a court of law all the defense has to do to attain an acquittal 
of any charge is show reasonable doubt. I believe that in this first 
part of the debate, I have done just that. Not only was I able to 
prove reasonable doubt, I also proved that the prosecution (Ali 
Sina) has put into evidence articles that are grossly questionable 
and that he bases his case on faulty interpretation and 
discreditable witness testimony. 


It is now up to Ali Sina to prove the following, if he wants to 
save face with his readers: 


1. Prove that source (i.e. Dr. Sam Vaknin) is a qualified 
psychiatrist or doctor in the field of mental disorders. 


2. Prove that the examples I used from the life of Muhammad 
are fabricated (believe me he can’t). 


3. Answer for the misleading information he uses from the 
Quran to prove his point (making a statement and then putting 
beside it a Quranic reference, refer to page 61 of his book) 


4. Answer for the misleading information he says comes from 
the lips of Muhammad (says Muhammad said so-and-so but does 
not give a reference of footnote, refer to page 62 of his book) 


I would like to end this part of my debate by quoting from the 
Quran and the Hadith. 


‘Muhammad is no more than a messenger and indeed (many) 
messengers have passed away before him...’ (Surah 3, verse 
144) 


The prophet Muhammad said: ‘Do not exaggerate in praising 
me as the Christians exaggerated in their praise the son of 
Maryam (Jesus). For indeed I am a slave, so say, ‘The slave of 
Allah and His Messenger’ 


Such eloquent words to be found in the Quran and lips of 
Muhammad! Does this sound like a man who wants to be a God 
(as Ali Sina insists)? Are these the words of one who suffers 
from narcissistic personality disorder (NPD)? I leave the answer 
to these questions to the reader of this part of the debate. 


